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SUPPLEMENT 


SERMONS 
Lately Preached =” 


SALTERSHALLI, 


OPER Y. 


YAVING read over the Sermons preached 
Sat Salters- Hall againſt Popery, as they came 
Scout, I was very much pleaſed to obſerye, 
Z that, generally ſpeaking, they were ju- 
dicious, and well compoſed; the Argu- 
ments N againſt the Romaniſts ſtrong, and, 
5 as I am fully perſuaded, really unanſwerable: 


But then at the ſame time I could not help taking notice, 


that thoſe Arguments bear full as hard on ſome things held 
and practiſed by thoſe Communities, of which all the Gen- 
tlemen (but one) concerned in the Lectures, are Miniſters. 
This muſt needs take off the force of their Reaſoning with 
Papiſts, who being urged with ſuch Argutnents as * 
affect their Opponents, will always inſinuate that thoſe Mini- 
ſters do not believe their own Reaſons to be cogent, ſince they 
think them not ſufficiently convincing, to induce their own 
Communities to lay afide — Sprinkling; which. 1 

due 
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due reflection, will appear equally liable to the ſame Objec- 
tions with the traditionary Practices of the Church of Rome. 


This Conſideration induced me to ſhew their Miſtake in 
this particular, by their own Arguments, which ſeemed the 
moſt likely way to convince, not only the Miniſters them- 
ſelves, but alſo their Followers; becauſe their employing 
them againſt the Papiſts, ſhews that they have a good Opi- 
nion ot their Validity. And I am frmly perſuaded, that if 
they can be induced to lay aſide the Practice here treated of, 
they may oppoſe Popery to more advantage another 
time, and urge the fame Arguments with a much better 
grace. 


And ſince] gefign to make uſe of their own Arguments, 
beg leave to borrow-’ Mr. Barker's Introduction, which, 
with ſome little Variations, will fit my purpoſe as well as his. 


<< I therefore appear in print, not ſo much to diſprove 
& the Truth of the Poſitions, Arguments, and Quotations, 
<< which have been lately advanced in the courſe of Ser- 
« mons preached at Sa/ters-Hall againſt Popery, as to let 


« thoſe Miniſters know what they are to expect on this Oc- 


<& Calion, which induced ſo many of zhem to engage in that 
<< Bulineſs at this particular Juncture. Now I may venture 
« ro tell them in the general, and ar preſent, that zhey may 
« expect to hear, ſo far as theſe Sermons go, their own Ar- 
c ouments turned againſt them, and that their own Practice 
« of Infant-Sprinkling, as well as the Popiſh Religion, is 


c 4ſſo fairly charged as one Branch of the grand Apoſtaſy 


aok the Chriſtian Church, a groſs Corruption af Goſpel 
« Simplicity, from which they have not purified themſelves, 
&« but have retained, as they at firſt received it, from ſuch 
« <0 wickedly deſigned to raiſe the Authority of Men, 
« upo2 the Ruins of the Authority of Chriſt; and to 
© increaſe their Wealth, Power, and Grandeur in the 
& World, at the expence of Scripture Truth. So odious 


c and dangerous a thing is zbe Church's aſſuming an Auto- 


& rity to alter divine Inſtitutions; and therefore they mult 
rc excuſe us, who are thoroughly perſuaded thereof, if we 
& Expoſe and treat it accordingly. 


«© Yet this 1 will venture to ſay, and I would chuſe to 
ce fay it here, that I bear no ill- will to the Perſons of Pædo- 
c baptiſts ; and how ill ſoever I think of their way of bap- 
% 7:i/ing, I pity thoſe ho practiſe it. They very well know, 


ty 
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« that much has been ſaid and written by Anti pædobap- 
« 7ziſts to take off the Veil from their Faces; and [ chari- 
cc tably believe, that could they get rid of the Prejucices 
« of Education, they would come at more and better 
„Light; if they ſearched the Scriptures, and their Enqui- 
cc ries were not 4indred by the Meanneſs of the few Pro- 
ce feſſors of the Truth. And were they not prevented and in- 
«© roxicated with the Arts and Sophiſtry of crafty and de- 
ec ſigning Men, they would forſake hat unſcriptural Prac- 
« fice, and readily embrace and yield Obedience to the Or- 
« dinance and Command of Chriſt. 


c Whether the Pædobaptiſt Miniſters and People will at- 
ec tend t this Tract, or no, I know not; ſhould the one 
c fort ſee fir to read, and the other ot be diſcouraged from 
cc examining it, I verily believe they would ſee that I fant- 
« Sprinkling is not the way to pleaſe God and Chriſt, any 
« more than Popery is the furelt way to Salvation; and 
c that the Baptiſm of adult Perſons, which they ſo injurt- 
« ouſly reject, and ſo freely and frequently /hew a Contempt 
< is the very Truth as it is in Jeſus, and Part of that Faith 
c which was once delivered unto the Saints. In this Faith 
cc we mean to confirm our own People; it is the Deſign of 


c this Trad to arm and guard Proteſtants againſt the Er- 


cc rors and Dangers of Popery, with reſpect 10 Baptiſm. 
«© What therefore naturally ariſes from the Subjects in de- 
c“ bate will be ſaid freely, though I hope care will be ta- 
ce ken not to tranſgreſs the Rules of Decency ; and ſhould 


Li 


£« Curioſity, or any other Motive, induce either the Pæ- 


cc dobaptiſt Miniſters or People, to read and conſider what 
ce ſhall be ſaid, I dare ſay they will have no juſt Cauſe to 


_ < complain, that they are not treated in this Controverſy 
s either as Gentlemen, or as Chriſtians. 


« I donut know that any Opportunity of Converſation 
cc upon the Matters in diſpute between us and them has 
ce been refuſed, when deſired; and I believe there is no 
« ſufficient ground zo think it ever will : for we firmly 
cc believe we have great advantage in this Controverſy in 
point of Argument; and this we hope will be proved and 
© maintained, freely and fully, whether our Adverſaries 


care to hear it or no, For if Pædobaptiſts, as well as 


* the Biſhop of Rome, will aſſume a Power to alter the 
* Inſtitutions of Chriſt, which neither he nor they, nor any 
6 Man in the world has a right to: If Proteſtant Congre- 
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cc rations, as well as Popiſh Councils and Prelates, will 


« nate void the Commandments of God by the Traditions of 


Men, they muſt expect and bear to be told on't; and 


cc till they reform, they muſt ſtand charged with all the 
« Blame ſuch things deſerve. I ſuppoſe they'll complain; 
« but if they do, they are to be told, the fault is theirs: 
cc and this will be ſhewn and proved to them, from Authors 
« and Records, which all Pædobaptiſts, both Preteſtants 
« and Papiſts, themſelves allow to be approved and ge- 
cc nuine.“ | | | os 


I hope none of theſe Gentlemen can think I have been 
too harſh or ſevere, hitherto; becauſe they are the very 
Words of Mr. Barker, ſoſtened as much as that little Vari- 
ation, which was neceſſary for me to make, would poſſibly 
admit. And being here come to his Conſideration of the 
Connection and Import of his Text, I ſhould for the pre- 
ſent have diſmiſs'd him; but that I find what he ſays upon 
the latter, further uſeful to introduce my Deſign. Page 7. 
& I fear leſt your Hearts divide and rove; I am afraid of 


& your being unchaſte and corrupted; for Chriſtianity is 


cc plain and ſimple, and no impure Mixtures are to be 
ce made or allowed with it: no Few Obſervances, no hu- 
cc man Inventions, no old or new Traditions: to this ſing- 
cc ly, without addition or alteration, ſhould Chriſtians 
ce ſtick and adhere; keeping to the Truth as it is in Jeſus, 
% and preſerving the Simplicity of the Goſpel: not ming- 
& ling it with any thing that is falſe and foreign to it; not 
cc concealing any part of it, or mixing any Falſhood with 
cc jt, or wreſting and perverting the true Senſe and Mean- 
cc ing of it, to ſerve our own Ends, the Luſts of others, 
“ or any worldly Purpoſes whatſoever. | 


« Thus, ſays Mr. Barker, the Apoſtle ſhews his own 
cc fair Practice, and the falſe and fraudulent Behaviour of 


< his Adverſaries; and ought not every Miniſter of the Goſ- 


cc pel to do the ſame? renouncing the hidden things of Diſ- 
cc honeſty and Error, not walking in Craftineſs, nor hand- 
cc ling the Word of God deceitfully, but by manifeſta- 
ec tion of the Truth, commending ourſelves to every Man's 
c“ Conſcience in the ſight of God. | 


« From the Text thus explained, Mr. Barker is led 


c to obſerve; 


m—_ 
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— — — 


Sy 


" "mou 
« J. The Apoſtle's Account of the Goſpel, or Chriſtian 
Revelation: It is the Simplicity as it is in Chriſt. 


cc II. The Concern he expreſſes, leſt thoſe who are in 

 <& poſſeſſion of the Goſpel, thould be corrupred from 
<« the Simplicity of it; this he intimates by godly Jea- 
& Fouſy and holy Fear. | 


« Now this, as it gives one a pleaſing, grateful View of 
ce the Goſpel, and engages one's heart to receive it on ac- 
c count of its Plainneſs and Perſpicuity, it's Simplicity and 
cc Purity; fo it ſhews us the great Duty and Buſineſs eſpe- 
cc cjally of Chriſtian Miniſters, and that is, to preſerve the 
« Simplicity of the Goſpel themſelves, and to warn and 
« fortify all under their Care, againſt every ſinful and dan- 
cc gerous Corruption: and I am {ſtrangely miſtaken, if Ine 
cc fani-Sprinkling be not a groſs Corruption of Chriſtian Bap- 
cc tiſm, and a moſt manifeſt Departure from the Simplicity 
cc that is in Chriſt. The oppoſing therefore the Growth 
« of this, carefully watching all its Motions, taking the A- 
cc jarm ourſelves, and giving a faithful Warning to others, 
cc according to Mr. Barber, is no doubt acting in Cha- 


&. rafter as Chriſtian Miniſters, and doing the Duty of 
„ Watchmen, Overſeers, Shepherds, and Stewards, who 


© © are entruſted with the rich and invaluable Treaſure of 
c the Goſpel, and of whom it is required that they be found 


“4. faithful to God and Chriſt, to their own Souls, and the 


cc Souls of others.” And as I am fully perſuaded of theſe 


things, and that every private Chriſtian is under the ſame 
> Obligation, as far as he is able, I was therefore willing to 

= diſcharge my Duty as ſuch, and by publiſhing this Tract, 
to give a faithful Warning to thoſe Miniſters themſelves, 


and to all that are under their Care. 

But what Proof can thoſe Miniſters give, that they are 
really perſuaded of the Perſpicuity and Purity of the Goſpel ; 
how can all thoſe excellent things be diſcharged, which 
are herein ſaid to be the great Duty and Buſineſs eſpecially 


of Chriſtian Miniſters, or what juft Claim can they have to 


the fore-mention'd Titles, until they renounce their Infant- 
Sprinkling, and ſubje& themſelves to the Ordinance and 
Command of the Goſpel as Chriſt himſelf fulfilled it, ers 
ting us thereby an example that awe ſhould follow his ſteps ? 
If therefore they believe the Scriptures to be the m ” 
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St 
- God, given forth by his unerring Spirit for a Rule to Man- 
kind, both of Faith and Practice in all religious Duties and 
Services; let them teach and exhort their Followers to 
renounce the Tradition which they have received, and 
yield an humble and ſincere Obedience to the pure and un- 
corrupted Inſtirution of Chriſt. Then may they ſecure 
to themſelves the glorious Character of unprejudiced See- 
_kers after, and ſincere Lovers of Truth; faithful Servants 
of Chriſt, and further Reformers of his holy Religion from 
the Errors and Cor ruptions of the Anti- chriſtian Church 
of Rome : which is a thing much to be hoped and pray'd for; 
as Mr. Leaveſiy obſerves *. And when they have done this, 
they may ſucceſsfully oppoſe the Church of Rome ; but till 
then, it will be no difkculty for a Roman Catholick of com- 
mon Abilities, to baffle them in all their Arguments. For 
though, as Mr. Barker ſays, p. 9. and 10. 


: 1. Many Doctrines of Popery are falſe and abſurd ; 
28. 


& 2. Popiſh Worſhip is idolatrous; and, 


c 3. Recommends many Practices which are impious 
« and wicked: 


Why ought not their Doctrines to be received, and their 
Ordinances ſubmitted to, upon the Authority and Tradition 
of their Church, in its Explanation of ſome Scriptures, as 
well as Infant-Sprinkling? Or, Is the Tradition and Ay- 
thority of the Church ſufficient for this, and not for other 
things? Are Proteſtants juſtifiable in rejecting the ſolemn 
Inſtitution of the Son of God himſelf, that they may keep 
their own Tradition, and ſhall Papiſts be condemned? 
Shall Papiſts be denied the Liberty to interpret or add to 
Scripture,” to maintain their Opinions and Practices, and 
thall Proteſtants only be allowed it? Is every thing thar 
ſubverts the Truths of the holy Jeſus, or which leads men to 
practiſe or believe different from the Purity and Simplicity 
of the Goſpel, a leſs Diſhonour to God and Chriſt, or Re- 
proach to his Word, from Proteſtants than from Papiſts? 
Or is there any Difference between them in the Sin and 
Guilt thereof? Muſt the Name of Papiſt condemn, or will 
the Name of Proteſtant juſtify > No ſurely : for there is 
0 Reſpect of Perſons with Gt. 0 

| he 


Leaveſly en Reformation, p. 27. + Kom. ii. 11. 


and baptized more Diſciples than Fohn, though Feſus him- 


(9) 


The Argument I ſhall make uſe of againſt the ſprink- 
ling of Infants, is, „* That no one Book or Parcel of Scrip- 
ce ture” reaches this Practice. We have no Precept nor 
Precedent in pore for giving Baptiſm to any but adult 


Perſons, upon the Profeſſion of Repentance and Faith. Our 
bleſſed Lord in his Commiſſion ſays, Go ye therefore, teach all 


Nations, baptizing them in the Name of the Father, and of 


zhe Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, Marth. xxviii. 19. In which 
Text to be ſure Infants are not included, becauſe our Lord 
here maketh none the Subjects of Baptiſm but what are like- 
wiſe made the Subjects of Inſtruction : As the antient Author 
of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions + well taketh notice, © Our 


< Lord, faith he, did in this manner exhort us, ſaying firſt, 


< Make Diſciples of all Nations; and then he adds this, And 
c baptize them in the Name of the Father, and of the 


< Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt.” Which Expolition of 


the Text, as it was given before our Controverſy broke out, 


and could not therefore proceed from Favour or Affection 


to either Party ; fo I take it to be more genuine than the 
Expoſition of ſome modern Pædobaptiſts, who pretend, 
that the Greez Word ſignifies to make Diſciples, which is 
here directed to be done by baptizing them. _ 


But this certainly is a poor groundleſs Criticiſm, which 


cannot ſerve the Cauſe for which it was contrived. For, 


tho' it be allow'd that it ſignifies to make Diſciples, yet cis 
certain he does not command them to make new- bora 
Children Diſciples by baptizing them ; but only ro make 


ſuch Diſciples by this Rite, as were capable of being taught 
whatſoever he commanded them. Of this, new-born Chil- 
dren are incapable, and are not therefore to be baptized. 


But further, *tis certain this is not the true Signification of 
the Word; for it denotes here, as in all other places, to teach, 
or to make men Diſciples by teaching them, in order to 
prepare them for Baptiſm. This appears, 


1. From the practice of Chriſt before this Commiſſion 
was given, for he made Diſciples by teaching, and then 
order'd his Apoſtles to baptize them. John iv. 1, 2. The 
Lord knew how the Phariſees had. heard that Feſus made 


ff 
* Mr. Barker's Sermon, Popery the great, Oc. p. 10. 
. L. vii. c. 40. | | 
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felf baptized not, but his Diſciples, Where we may ob- 
ſerve, that the Phariſees had heard of our Saviour that he 
did two things, viz. That he made more Diſciples than 
Fobn, and that he baptized more than he: the latter of 
which the Evangeliſt explains, and ſhews that the bap- 
tizing thoſe Diſciples was not his own doing perſonally, 
for Jeſus himſelf baptized not, but his Diſciples. But then 
he tacitly allowech the former to be his own Act, that 

when. the Phariſees heard that Jeſus made more Diſciples 
than John, he made them Diſciples by his own Inſtruction. 
From whence I conclude, that making Diſciples is a diffe- 
rent thing from baptizing them, and that it includech in- 
ſtruction: And contequently thoſe whom Jeſus baptized by 
his Diſciples, were not infants, but Perſons who had been 
inſtructed. | 3 | 


This Paſſage likewiſe ſhews, that the number of Diſciples 
which. Jetus made was very conſiderable; nor is it to be 
doubted bur ſome of them had new-born Children in their 
Families; and if any of thoſe Children had been baptized by 
the Appointment of Chriſt, we cannot be perſuaded that 
a thing ſo material would have been omitted by all the 
four Evangeliſts. From their Silence therefore we con- 
. clude, that none were admitted to Baptiſm but ſuch as 
bad been taught, and believed his Doctrine. EE 


2dly, This may be proved alſo from the parallel Place 
in St. Mark, Ch. xvi. Go ye into all the World, preach the 
Goſpe! to every Creature; He that believeth and, is baptized 
ſhall be ſaved. Where the Words teach all Nations in Mat- 


thew are explain'd by the other, preach the Goſpel to "4 


every Creature in Mark: as Mr. Neal ſeemeth to allow, 
who alluding to the Commiſſion, inſtead of the Words in 
St. Matshew ſubſtituteth thoſe in St. Mark, preach the 
Goſpel, when he ſays, * Next under him (Chriſt) the 
< twelve Apoſtles are Foundations and Pillars of the 
< Chriſtian Church, who were equally commiſſion'd to 
© preach the Goſpel to all Nations. Which Expoſition of 
Sr. Mar#'s I highly prize, © becauſe, as Dr. Earle ſays, 
« + one would think that St. Mark... was a. better Inter- 

preter of his Brother Matthew, than all the Fathers and 


Doctors put together. 


Neal ox zhe Supremacy, p. 11 4 Dr. Earle on Purgatory, p- 40. 


an 


zdly, The Practice of the Apoſtles in executing this 


. Commiſſion ſhews how they underſtood the Word, and 


how we conſequently are to uf\derſtand it. They firſt 
preached Chriſt, and adminiſt red Baptiſm to them only 


who believed. We have not one ſingle inſtance of 


their admitting any as Diſciples by this Ordinance before 
they had inſtructed them, or that were not capable of 
learning what they ought to believe and do as Chriſtians. 
And as the Practice of the Apoſtles muſt be allow'd to 
be the beſt Comment on the Inſtitution of Chriſt; I 


ſhall proceed to give a more particular Account of it 
from the Acts of the Apoſtles. To begin then with the 


firſt inſtance we have there recorded: When St. Peter, in 
his Sermon, juſt after the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, 

eached to the Fews Faith in Chriſt Jeſus, and many of 

is Hearers being convinced, enquired of him and the 
other Apoſtles, | Men and Brethren, what ſhall we do? his 


| Anſwer is exactly conformable to the Tenor of our Lord's 


Commiſſion, Repent and be baptized every one of you for 
the Remiſſion of Sins. And afterwards, 2 y 9 the 
ſame Commiſhon, tis recorded; Then they that gladly re- 
ceived the Word were baptized, and the ſame Day were 
added unto them about 2000 Souls; and they continued ſted. 
Faſtly in the Apoſtles Doctrine, and Fellowſhip, and in 
breaking of Bread, and in Prayers. Amongſt all which 

ooo, who gladly received the Word, and continued ſted- 

| in the Apoſtles Doctrine, there could not poſſibly be 
one Infant comprehended. But can it be reaſonably 


doubred, that in fo great a Number of Converts, there 


were not many, who had Children incapable of Inſtruc- 
tion, if not newly born in their Families? and yet the 
Hiſtorian gives no Account that any ſuch Children then 

received Baptiſm, or that their Parents were directed to 
bring them to it as ſoon as they could. He only tells 


Us, Then they who gladly received the Word were baptized. 


But now, if any ſach Children were baptized, the Omiſ- 
ſion of it in this Place is unpardonable; becauſe, as this 


was the firſt Time of the Apoſtles baptizing after they 


had received the Commiſſion from Chriſt, ſo it was the 
moſt proper Occaſion to inform us that they were bap- 
tized; by which we might know it was the Will of Chriſt 
that they ſhould be admitted to this Ordinance, notwith- 


ſtanding he gives no direction for it in the Inſtitution. 


| Aﬀts ii. 37.42. En be 
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The fame Method of, firſt teaching Perſons, and then 
baptizing them, which Peter made uſe of, was alſo ob- 
ſerved by Philip; of whom 'tis ſaid, Acts viii. 5, 6, &c. 
That he went down unto the City of Samaria and preached 
_ unto them; and the People with one accord gave 
heed unto thoſe things which Philip ſpake, hearing and ſee- 
ing the Miracles which he did. And then a little after 'tis 
taken notice of, That when they believed Philip preach- 
ing the things concerning the Kingdom of God, and the 
Name of Feſus Chriſt, they were baptized both Men and 
Women. In particular it is ſaid of Simon, That he himſelf 
believed alſo | or pretended ſo at leaſt] and when he was 
baptized he continued with Philip, wondring and beholding 
the Miracles and Signs which were done. Here again it 
deſerves to be remarked, that the Number of Believers 
was ſo great, that it may be reaſonably ſuppoſed many of 
them had Children lately born, or at leaſt nor come to years 
of Underſtanding, in their Families ; but yet the Hiſtorian 
gives no account of their being baptized with their Pa- 
rents, or afterwards, when there was a convenient Time. 
On the contrary, St. Luke ſpeaks in ſuch a manner, as if 
he deſigned to ſhew us that no ſuch Children were bapti- 
Zed, but only ſuch as were capable of Inſtruction and Be- 
lieving. When they believed... they were baptized, both 
Men and Nomen. Nor do we find that St. Peter and St. 
John, who were ſent down to Samaria by the Apoſtles, gave 
Orders to baptize the Children of the new Converts; but 
only prayed for them who had been baptized by Philip, 
on profeſſion of Faith, that they might receive the Holy 


Ghoſt. 


And this ſame way of proceeding, directed by our Lord in 
his Commiſhon, Philip likewiſe obſerved with relation to the 
Eunuch. For when he had asked Philip the meaning of 
a Paſſage in Eſaias, tis ſaid, * Then Philip opened his 
mouth, and began at the ſame Scripture, and preached un- 
Fo him Feſus. And as they went on their way, they came 
unto a certain Water, and the Eunuch ſaid, See, here is 
Tater, what doth hinder me to be baptized? And Philip 
ſaid, If thou believeſt with all thine heart, thou mayſt : and 
he anſwered and ſaid, I believe that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son 
of God. And he commanded the Chariot to ſtand ſtill, 


* Ads viii. 30, /0 40. 
| I 5 and 


(i 
aud they went down both into the Water, both Philip and 
the Eunnch, and he baptized him. Tis here remarkable, 


1. That a Belief of the Goſpel of Chriſt from the Heart, 
and a Confeſſion with the Mouth, is neceſſary in every 
Perſon that is received to Baptiſm. 128 | 


2. What it is that they are to believe from the Heart, 
and to make Confeſſion of with the Mouth, and that is, 
That Feſus Chriſt is the Son of God; which is the firſt and the 
greateſt Article of the Chriſtian Faith, and which our Lord 
declared to Peter ¶ in alluſion + to his Name] was the Rock 
on which he would build his Church, and the Gates of Hell 


ſhould not prevail againſt it. Which Words of Chriſt have 


been fully verified: for againſt this great Foundation of the 


_ Chriſtian Church, hath no Power been able to prevail, 


ſo as to remove it our of the Credenda, or Faith of the 
Church. For tho” the Papacy, and other Apoſtaſies, have 
riſen up, and have defaced, corrupted, and changed other 
Doctrines and Ordinances of the Chriſtian Religion, none 
of them have yet apoſtatized fo far, as wholly to deface 
and diſown this great Foundation Truth; being all obliged . 
and compelled to own, That Feſus Chriſt is the Son of God, 
This therefore is the great ſtable Article of our holy Re- 
li gion; and none ought to be, nor indeed can truly be 

admitted Members of the Chriſtian Church, but ſuch only 
as firſt own, or believe and confeſs, That Zeſus Chriſt is 

the Son of God. * This is the Faith which overcometh the 
World: For St. Zohn aſſures us, that whoſoever beljeveth 
thai Feſus is the Chriſt, is born of God, and whatſoever is 
born of God, overcometh the World; and this is the Vice. 
tory that overcometh the World, even our Faith; and who 

is L that overcometh the World, but he that believeth that 
Feſus is the Son of God? For as the great and fundamental 
Article of all Religion is, to believe -hat there is a God}, 
and that he is a Rewarder of them that diligently ſeek him; 
ſo the great Foundation Article of the Chriſtian Religion, 
in contradiſtinction from the ay, of Nature, and 


that of the Law, is to believe that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son 


of God, , whom we are commanded to hear. And upon 
this plain, this thort Confeſſion it is, that Chriſt hath de- 


+ Matth. xvi. 16, 17, 18. * 1 John v. 1, 4, . 
+ Heb. xi. 6. a 
Matth. xvii, 5. Deut. xviii. 15. 
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clared he would build his Church. And therefore a De- 
claration of this was inſiſted upon by Philip, as neceſſary 
to the Eunuch's being baptized; and is, of courſe, equally 


neceſſary for all other Perfons, to qualify them for Bap- 


tiſm; I thou believeſt with all thine heart, thou ma 7 
And when the Eunuch had made a more full and more ſo- 
lemn Confeſſion thereof, or had again confeſſed this Foun- 
dation Article, on which the Church was to be built, Phi= 
lip received him as a Subject fit for Holy Baptiſm, and 
+ pro to be made thereby a Member of the Church of 
rift. | 


The next Inſtance is the Baptiſm of Saul, after he had 
been convinced of the Truth of our Saviour's Meſſiahſhip 


in an extraordinary manner; and therefore Ananias ma- 


keth this Conviction an Argument for his Baptiſm; for 
he ſaid unto him, * The God of our Fathers hath choſen 
thee, that thou fhouldeſt know his Will, and ſhouldeſ# ſee 
that Fauſt one, and hear the voice of his mouth, .. . . And 
nou, why tarrieſt thou? Ariſe, and be baptized, and waſh 
away thy Sins, calling upon the Name of the Lord. And 
he aroſe, and was baptized. ; | 


This was alſo the Method Peter took with Cornelius, and 
his Friends : + Hefirſt opened his Mouth, and preached un- 
to them a dead and riſen Jeſus; and then, after that 2e 
Holy Ghoſt had fallen on all them which heard the Word, 
then anſwered Peter, Can any Man forbid Water, that theſe 


ſhould not be baptized, who have received the Holy Ghoſt 


as well as we? And be commanded them to be baptized in 


_ the Name of the Lord. 


And here, by way of Digreſſion, I ſhall beg leave to ob- 
ſerve upon this Paſſage, that nothing can be more contrary 
to the Pretences of the Quakers, That the Baptiſm of the 
Spirit is all that is intended in Chriſt's Commiſſion; ſince 
the Apoſtle, who beſt knew the Mind of Chriſt, and how 


to underſtand his Laws, commanded Water-Baptiſm to 


be adminiſtred unto ſuch as were already baptized with 
the Holy Spirit, more manifeſtly than ever any Quaker was; 
and eſpecially, ſince this Conduct of St. Peter is to be looked 
upon not as any thing peculiar to himſelf, but as the Act 
of the whole College of the Apoſtles, who by their _ 
8 ation 
Acts ix. 18, 20. and Ch. xxii. 14, 16. + Acts x. 34, to the end. 


(15) S 
bation of it made it their own Act. For * Peter related to 
them the whole Story; and when they had heard theſe things, 
they held their peace, and glorified God, ſaying, Then hath 
God alſo to the Gentiles granted Repentance unto Life. | 


Having ſhewn from the Practice of St. Peter and St. 
Philip, that they did not apprehend our Lord gave them 
Commiſſion to baptize new- born Infants, but grown Per- 
ſons only, who believed in him; I ſhall now proceed to 
ſhew that St. Paul underſtood his Inſtitution: in the ſame 
manner. When he had been baptized by Ana niats, as 
before related, he ſhewed firſt unto them of Damaſcus, and 
at Feruſalem, and throughout all the Coaſts of Fudea, and 
then to the Gentiles, that they ſhould repent, and turn to 
God, and do Works meet for Repentance, Acts xxvi. 20. 
Thus he preached every where, and baptized them who 
received his Doctrine; but we find not that he any where 
taught the Believers to bring their Children to Baptiſm, 
tho he could ſincerely proteſt to the Epheſians, f That he 
had kept back nothing that was 1 unto them, but 
had ſbewed them, and taught them publickly and from Houſe to 
Houſe ; and that he was pure from the Blood 4 all Men, for he 
had not ſhunned to declare unto them all the Counſel of 
God. And therefore we cannot but conclude, that Infant- 
Baptiſm is no part of the Council of God]; for if it was 
ſo, St. Paul would have delivered it to thoſe, who were by 
his Miniſtry perſuaded to believe in Chriſt. And as we 
have no account of his teaching the Baptiſm of Infants 
in any of thoſe * Places where he preached the Goſpel, 
ſo we have no Inſtance of his baptizing any, but ſuch 
as believed. To proceed to particular Caſes; at Philipp 
he firſt taught, and then baptized Lydia and her Houſhold, 
for ſo the Text faith: Acts xvi, 13, 14, 15. And on the 
Sabbath-Day we went out of the City by a Riverſide, where 
Praye was wont to be made, and we fat down and ſpake 
unto the Women which reſorted thither. And a certain 
Woman named Lydia, a Seller of Purple of the City of T- 
atira, which worſhipped God, heard us, whoſe Heart the 
Lord opened, that (be attended unto the things which were 
ſpoken of Paul; and when ſhe was baptized and her _— 
hold, ſhe beſought ns, ſaying, if ye. have judged me to be 
Faithful to the Lord, come into my Houſe and abide there; 
and ſhe conſtrained us. The Word Houſhold does not imply, 
that the bad any Children, but may only denote 1 =-x 
: Cks- 
. Þ As zi. 18.  P. Ae 0x; 20, 20) 27- l 
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Kicks; or if ſhe had Children, they might be come to 


Years of Maturity, and capable of believing : and that ſhe 
had none in her Family but ſuch as were grown up, is evi- 
dent, becauſe they are called Brethren, and were capable 
of receiving Comfort from Paul and Silas, ver. 40. And 
they went out 58 the Priſon, and entered into the Houſe of 


Lydia; and when they had ſeen the Brethren, they com- | 


forted them, and departed. 


Thus alſo when the Jaylor, furpriſed by the Earthquake, 
was ſtirred up to enquire after his future State, and came 
trembling, and fell down before Paul and Silas, and ſaid, 


Sirs, what muſt 1 do to be ſaved? they anſwered, Believe 


on the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and thou ſhalt be ſaved and thy 


Houſe. But as none were to be received to Holy Baptiſm, 


but only ſuch as had been converted to the belief and ac- 
knowledgment of the Goſpel of Chriſt by the Preachins 
of the ſame, which *ris not likely they had ever heard, 
therefore, that they might all know what the Faith of Chriſt 
was, and how they ought to believe on him, Paul and Silas 


both ſpake [or preached] unto him the Word of the Lord, 


and to all that dere in his Houſe : which had the deſired 
and intended effect, for he took them the ſame Hour of the 


Night, and waſhed their Stripes, aud was baptized, he and 
all his, ftraitway. And when he had brought them into his 


Houſe, he ſet Meat before them, and rejoiced, believing in 
God with all his Houſe. In which Paſſage there is not a 
word favouring the Baptiſm of any Infants, but many Cir- 
cumſtances, ſuch as their having the Word preached unto 


them, their rejoicing and believing in God, which thew 


that none but adult Perſons were baptized. 


And therefore how ſo many learned and ſober Perſons 


can bring ſuch Scriptures as theſe for ſprinkling Infants, 
when there is not one ſingle Circumſtance in them fa- 
vouring that Practice, but many plainly againſt it, is in- 
deed lurggiling!y ſtrange ; and ſhews that the Prejudices of 
Educatiorf are very ſtrong, and the Fondneſs of Men for 
the Traditions they have been uſed to, very great. 


The next Inſtance which J ſhall particularly conſider is, 


that of St. Paul's preaching and baptizing at Corinth, deli- 


ver'd by St. Luke in theſe words, And be departed thence, 
and entered into a certain Man's Houſe named Juſtus, one 
that worſhipped God, whoſe Houſe joined bard to the Syna- 

n 8 | gogue : 


— 


2 7 
Logue : and Criſpus the Chief Ruler of the Synagogue believed 


on the Lord with all his Houſe: | which Paſſage will prove 
that new-born Infants are capable of Faith, full as well as 
ſome others do that they were baptized.] And many A 
the Corinthians hearing, believed and were baptized, As 
Xviii. 7, 8. | | 


It may here be noted, that St. Paul continued at Corinth 
* 2 Tear and fix Months, and after this he tarried there yet 
a good while ; and that he was at wen de + the ſpace of 
three Nears; long enough for many of the Believers in 
both places to have Children born and baptized, if there 
had been ſuch a Practice amongſt Chriſtians at that time: but 
there being a total Silence upon that Head throughout the 
whole New Teſtament, according to Mr. Smith's, Mr. Neal's, 
and Dr. Hughess Reaſoning, which I ſhall cite hereafter, 
is ſufficient Proof, that they ought not to be baptized. 


The laft Inſtance I ſhall take notice of in the Acts ofthe 
Apoſtles, is that of Rebaptization, which we have when 
Paul came to Epheſus, Ch. xix. where finding certain Diſ- 
ciples, who had not ſo much as heard whether there were 
any Holy Ghoſt, having received only John's Baptiſm, he told 
them, that John werily baptized with the Baptiſm of Re- 
pentance, [or on Profeſſion thereof, ] ſaying unto the People, 
that they ſhould believe on him which ſhould come after him, 
that is, on Chriſt Feſus. When they heard this | like well- 
diſpoſed Perſons, ready and willing to do the whole Will of 
God, as ſoon as they became acquainted with it,] they 
were baptized in the Name of the Lord Feſus. After which, 
when Paul had laid his Hands upon them, the Holy Ghoſt 
came on them, and they ſpake with Tongues and e p 
What was the Reaſon of this Procedure of the Apoſtle; 
whether it was becauſe our Lord had declared, Matth. 
xvi. 18. That he would build his Church upon the Con- 
feſſion of St. Peter, ſo that no Perſons could truly be ad- 
mitted Members of his Church, but only thoſe who had 
firſt been baptized upon that Confeſſion; and therefore as 
John's Diſciples were only baptized upon the Profeſſion of 
Repentance, and then were inſtructed by him, 0 believe 
on him which ſhould come after him; it became neceſlary 
to rebaptize them in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, or upon 
their profeſſing to believe, That Feſus Chriſt is the Son of 
God; which I take to be meant by St. Luke in this * 

an 

Aas xviii. 11, 18. + Ads xx. 31. 
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and alſo in the tenth Chap. where he ſays, Peter com- 
manded Cornelius and his Friends to be baptized in the 
Name of the Lord: Or whether it was becauſe John bap- 
tized only in the Name of the Father and of a Meſſiah 
to come; whereas Chriſtian Bapriſm was to be given not only 
in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, but alſo of the 
Holy Ghoſt; of which thoſe Diſciples had not ſo much as heard: 
Or whatever elſe was the Cauſe, this appears to me pretty 
plain, that St. Paul did give them a Chriſtian Baptiſm, diffe- 
rent from that of Johns, before he laid hands upon them * 
notwithſtanding the Baptiſtn which they had received before 
was from Heaven and nat of Men, and tho' it was alſo an 
Act of their Underſtanding and Choice. I cannot there- 
fore conceive how Perſons in our day can ſatisfy themſelves 
with what was done to them in their Infancy, without any 
Knowledge or Choice of their own, and without any Au- 
thority from the Word of God; which muſt therefore be 2 
mere human Tradition, built on the Ruins of the Inſtitution 
of our Lord, and can be no way profitable to them: for no- 

thing done as an Act of Religion can be acceptable ro God, 
but what is done according to his Appointment, and with a 
fincere Intention of Obedience to him. And this, Infants 
(as ſuch) are wholly incapable of, and therefore nd regard 
ought to be paid by any Perſons to what was in that ſtare 
done to them; for that is manifeſtly ſetting aſide the Com- 
mandment of the Son of God, that they may hold their 
own Tradition. f For as Mr. Newman ſays, in another 
Ca/e, Theſe things are at beſt but Will-Worthip, the Fan- 
cies and Contrivances of . . . . Men, which have no Foun- 
dation either in Reaſon or Scripture. 


Thus have I gone through this Hiſtory of the Church, 
which both Papiſts and Proteſtants allow to be of undoubted 
and indiſputable Authority; and this, as to the Subject of 
Baptiſ.n, is entirely on our ſide: it giveth no colour for the 
Bapriſm of Infants, but ſheweth that the Apoſtles ſo under- 
ſtood our Lord's Commiſſion, as that in their opinion he in- 
tended Inſtruction ſhould precede Baptiſtn; the natural 
e ee of which is, that Infants are not the proper 
Subjects of it. | 

I proceed now to mention ſome few Paſſages relating to 
our ee: from: the Epiſtles. The firſt of which * 


* See Whitby's Annotations. 
+ Mr. Newman on Merit, p. 8. 


E 
be that of St. Paul to the Romans, Ch. vi. 3, to g. Knew ye 
not, that ſo many of us as were baptized into Feſus Chriſt, 
were baptized into his Death? Therefore we are buried with 
him by Baptiſm into Death: that like as Chriſt was raiſed 

from the dead by the Glory of the Father, even ſo we al 
ſpould walk in Newneſs of Life. For if we have been planted 
 Zogether in the Likeneſs of his Death: we ſhall be als in the 
Likeneſs of his Reſurrection. Whence tis eaſy to infer, that 
none but adult Perſons had been as yet baptized in the Ro- 
man Church, when this Epiſtle was written, which is ſup- 
poſed to have been in the 5 7th Year of our Lord*, . 


The like is alſo apparent of the Churches of Galatia, 
from St. Paul's Epiſtle to them, which affirms, Chap. iii. 27. 
That as many of you as ha ve been baptized into Chriſt, have 
pus on Chriſt; or had thereby obliged themſelves to live 
according to his Religion, which Infants are incapable of 


Which may alſo be ſaid of what the ſame Apoſtle writes 
to the Coloſſians, Chap. ii. 12, That they were buried with 
Chriſt in Baptiſm, wherein alſo they were riſen with him, 
bac the Faith of the Operation of God who raiſed him from 
the dead. | | | FO | 


To which Paſſages of St. Paul I ſhall only add one from St. 
Peter, who affirms, That Baptiſm alſo now ſaveth us, not 
the putting away the Filth 7 the Fleſh, but the Anſwer of 
a good Conſcience towards God. In which text he clearly 
takes away the Foundation of Pædobaptiſm, declaring, 
that the waſhing of Water, and putting away the Filth of 
the Fleſb, which is the whole that an Infant can have of 
Baptiſm, is in itſelf vain and unprofitable; and that no Bap- 
tiſm but what is attended with he Anſwer,of 4 good Con- 
ſcience, which adult Perſons only are capable of, is or can 
be acceptable to God. „ 


Having thus briefly ſhewn the Grounds of our Belief and 
Practice from Scripture, I ſhall with like Brevity conſider 
2 who plead for and are in che practice of Infant - Spiinl- 


Argument I. They ſay Baptiſm came in the room of 
Circumcifion ; as [ntants were circymciſed, fo Infants ought 

to be baptized. „ 1 te. 3. 14 
Dx. Mbiich's Preface to that Epiſtle, N 
N C | Avſw. 
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Anſw. 1. This Argument is built on a very preca- 


rious Foundation; for no Text faith, that Baptiſm came in 


the room of Circumciſion : Paul tells the Coloſſians indeed, 


ie are circumciſed with the Circumciſion made without 


Hands, in putting off the Body of the Sins of the Fleſh by the 


Cireumciſion of Chriſt - buried with him in Baptiſm, wherein 


God, who raiſed him from the dead. Where the Chriſtian 
ircumciſion is called a Circumciſion made without Hands, 
and cannot therefore be Baptiſm, which is performed with 
Hands, but rather the Circumciſion of the Heart. Tis true 
the Apoſtle ſays it was conferred in Baptiſm, and conſiſted 
in a Burial to Sin in Baptiſm: but this jis far from giving 


0 you are riſen with him through the Faith of the Operation 


the title of eb ee e the external Ceremony of Bap- 


tiſm itſelf, or affirming that the one ſucceeded in the room 
„„ "= —_— + Fax 2X 4 &\ ; By * 
and ſtead of the other. 1 | 1 


2dly, Moreover this Argument is of no force, becauſe 
if it proveth any thing, it proveth too much, viz. That 


Infants ought to be baptized preciſely at eight Days old, 


and that Males only ought to be baptized. - | 


Zaly, Circumciſion is not a ſign of any moral Change 
or Diſpoſition in the Subject, and therefore no moral Diſ- 
ſition was required even, of the Adult. But Baptiſm is a 
ign of our Faith and Repentance, and theſe moral Diſpo- 
8. us are always f i Scripture of them who come 


to Baptiſm. And yet, 


Athly, It ought to be obſerv'd, that when Abraham re- 
ceived a Command to circumciſe the adult Males of his 
Family, he had particular Inſtructions after that to circumciſe 
the Male. Infants when eight Days old: But when Chriſt 


dcommanded the Apoſtles to baptize them, who were made 
Diſciples by their Preaching, and were capable of further 


Inſtruction afterwards ; he gives no particular Direction 
to baptize the new-borp Children of ſuch Converts, tho 
not capable of the ſamè Inſtruction. Why is there not as 
expreſs an Order for the baptizing of Children in the In- 
ſtitution of Baptiſm, as there was for their Circumcifion in 


the Inſtitution of Circumciſion? Can any good Reaſon be 
given of the Omiſſion but this, That Chriſt did not intend 


nfants ſhould be baptizedꝰ | 8 
Cen ii. 11, 12. 1 = 
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Argament II. They urge that Infants were received into 


Covenant under the Law, and had the Seal of the Co- 


venant then granted to them, and that therefore they muſt 


be allowed to be in the Covenant now, and to enjoy the 


Seal of it, otherwiſe their Privileges would be leſs under the 
Gofpel than they were under the Law. | 


An ſau. x. If it be granted that Circumciſion was a Sign 
of the Covenant, yet it related to their inheriting the pro- 


miſed Land only, and had no moral Qualifications required; 


whereas Baptiſm, as it has the Promiſe of ſpiritual Bleſ- 


fings annexed; fo it requires ſuch moral Qualifications 4s 


fit us to receive them ; and therefore was not inſticuted for 
Children, who are incapable pf theſe Qualifications, bur for 
the Adult, who having incurr'd the Diſpleaſure of God by 
wilful Sins, fhall nevertheleſs have a Right to thoſe ſpiritual 
Bleſſings, if they come to Baptiſm rightly qualified. 


2dly, Circumciſion is never ſaid to be a Seal or Sign 
of the Covenant ro Infants, bur only to the Parents and 
adult Perſons; and fome think it was fo to Abraham only, 
(Rom. iv. I I.) who received the Sign of Circumciſion, a Seal 


of the Righteouſneſs of the Faith, whith he had yer being un- 


circumciſed. Gen. xvii. 10, 11. This is my Covenant which 
ye [hall keep between me and you, and thy Seed after thee; 


| every Man-child among you ſhall be circumciſed. And ye 


ball circumciſe the Fleſh of your Foreskin, and it ſhall be a 
Token of the Covenant betwixt me and you. Which Paſ- 
ſage ſufficiently ſheweth that it was to be a Sign, Seal, or 


Token only to thofe, who were arrived to Years of Un- 
| cerſtanding. | 


Zdly, Females were as much in the Covenant as Males, 
7” they had not this Seal granted them, and their Privi- 
Wer with regard to the Covenant were not lets than thoſe 
of the Males. | | [1 


4thly, Many Perſons before the Abrahamic Covenant were 


in as ſafe a State without any Seal, as the Zewiſh Infants 


who received Circumciſion. 
5thly, Baptiſm is never call d che Seal of. the Covenant 


in Scripture. 2 
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, 6thly, Unbaptized Infants are in a ſafe State, 7 ſuch, 
our Lord faith, is the Kingdom of Heaven, or of God. The 
Security alſo of unbaptized Infants is clear from Reaſon, for 
as Dr. Taylor faith +, . As we are ſure God hath not com- 
< manded Infants to be baptized, fo we are ſure he will do 
© them no injuſtice, nor damn them for what they cannot 
<« help therein.” | | 


7thly, The external Advantages of the Jeuiſb circumciſed 
Infants are far out-ballanc'd by the Privileges whieh the 
Infants of Chriſtians enjoy, by virtue of their being born 
of Chriſtian Parents, and under a much better Diſpenſation. 


Argument III. They argue from the Words of Chriſt in 


the Goſpel, || Suffer little Children to come unto me, and for- 


85 bid them not, for of ſuch is the Kingdom of Heaven; and 


therefore ſome Perſons pretend there is no doubt but In- 
fants ought to be baptized. | 


Anſw. 1. Nothing can be inferr'd from hence in favour 


of Intant-Baptiſm, unleſs it was plainly faid, that theſe Chil- 


dren were brought to Chriſt to be baptized, and that he 


did actually baptize them; but neither of theſe things is af- 


firmed by any of the four Evangeliſts: tis therefore meer 
Preſumption to ground Infant-Baptiſm upon Scripture, 
which neither here nor any where elſe ſpeaks of their Bap- 
tiſm. And this, according to Mr, Nea/'s, Mr. Smith's, and 
Dr. Hughes's Reaſoning, is ſufficient Proof againſt it. The 


Words of Dr. Hughes are theſe}, & If the Word of God 


cc js ſilent as to any Act of Religion, all the Fathers, Coun- 
& cils, and Popes, that ever were, have no Authority to bind 
« my Conſcience.” And again, „ ** In a word, nothing 
« muſt be allow'd in God's Worſhip, but what we have 
te his Warrant for: ſo that the very Vence of Scripture 15 


tc enough to condemn t.“ 


2dly, The End for which thoſe Children were brought 
to Chriſt, is very clearly expreſt by the Evangeliſt St. Mark, 

Matth. xix. 14. Mark x. 14. Luke xviii. 16. 

+ Dr. Taylor Lib. of Proph. | 
Matth. xix. 14. Mark x. 14. Luke xviii. 16. 
- Dr. Hughes, on Saints and Images, p. 30, 


P. 37: 


Chap. x. 13. and St. Luke Chap. xviii. 15. That he might 
touch them, moſt probably in order to heal them. For this 
was the Action which Chriſt uſed in * the diſeaſed; 


as when Feſus was come into Peter's Houſe, he ſaw bis 
Wife's Mother laid, and ſick of a Fever, and he touched her 
hand, and the Fever left her, Matth. viii. 14, 15. and ſhe 
aroſe, and miniſtred unto them. So alſo of the Leper, 
Matth. viii. 3. Mark i. 40. Lake v. 13. Alſo of two blind 
Men, Matth. ix. 29. and of two others, Chap. xx. 34. By 
this alſo it was that he raiſed to life the Widow's Son of 
the City of Nair, Lyuke vii. 14. Thus alſo he healed the 
Ear of Malchus, which Simon Peter had cut off, Luke xxii. 
51. And therefore it ſeemeth not unlikely, that theſe In- 
tants were ſuch as were afflicted, and brought unto Chriſt 
ro be touched, in order for Cure; for according to whar 
Matthew faith, Verſe 1, 2. in the Chapter where the rela- 
tion is, Jeſus was then upon the Work of healing in the 
Coaſts of Fudea ; and great Multitudes followed him, and he 
healed them all. Fo 


The Reaſon therefore why the Diſciples deſired thoſe 
who brought Children, not to preſs too cloſe, or too fait 
upon Chriſt, was in all likelihood, becauſe of the Multi- 
tudes of grown Perſons who were already gotten about 
him to be cured; or elſe becauſe he was at that inſtant 
diſcourſing to the Phariſees, who had asked him a Queſ- 
tion about Divorce, tempting him; and ſo they were unwilling 
that he ſhould either be interrupted, or incommoded. 
But from the Children thus brought, Chriſt takes an Oc- 
caſion to teach the proud Phariſees, together with the Mul- 
tirude, a Leſſon of Humility, and to ſhew them the Ne- 
ceſſity thereof, in order to their receiving the Kingdom 
of God, that they might enter therein. But, 


zaly, We find our Saviour did no more to thoſe Chil- 
dren than what was deſired by thoſe who brought them; 
for St. Mattheay only faith, that he laid his Hands on them, 

and departed thence : and St. Mark, that he took them u 
in his Arms, put his Hands upon them, and bleſſed them. 
This is all that the Evangeliſts ſay, and therefore it can 
be no manner of Support, much leſs a Proof for Infant- 
Baptiſm : Nor, indeed, do the Learned amongſt the Pædo- 
baptiſts pretend to any ſuch thing from hence. Dr. Ham- 
mond in his Parapbraſe faith, © And uſing that Ceremony of 
de Impoſition of Hands, frequent among the Fews in all 
og | | “ kinds 
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ec Kinds of Benedictions, he beſtowed his Bleſſing upon 
cc them.” And as the Doctor is wholly ſilent in his Para- 
Phraſe on theſe Texts, and ſays not a Word of Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, ſo elſewhere he ſays, *< the Arguments from this 
<« Text are imperfect Ways of Probation.” 


Moreover, Dr. Taylor's Words are alſo very pertinent, 
and fo much to our purpoſe, that I cannot help taking 
notice of them here :* We may ſay, that from the Ac- 
& tion of Chriſt's bleſſing Infants, to infer that they were 
ce baprized, proves nothing ſo much as that there is a want 


. of better Arguments; for the Concluſion would with 


cc more Probability be derived thus: Chriſt bleſſed Chil- 
< dren, and fo diſmiſſed them, but baptized them not; 
* therefore Infants are not to be baptized. That Chriſt 
cc did not baptize them, is an Argument ſufficient, that he 
< hath other Ways to . to Heaven than by Bap- 
„ tiſm. Many thoufand Ways there are by which God 
can bring any reaſonable Soul ro him; but nothing is 
«© more unreaſonable, than becauſe he hath tied all Men 
& of Years and Diſcretion ro this Way, therefore we, of 
c our own heads, ſhall carry Infants to him that way with- 
& out his Direction: the Conceit is poor and low, and 
c the Action conſequent to it bold and venturous; let him 


do what he pleaſes with Infants, we muſt nor.” 


Argument IV. When Peter exhorteth his Hearers to 
repent, and be baptized for the Remiſſion of Sins, he u- 
ſeth an Argument to perſuade them, taken from the Bene- 
fit which would come to their Children. For the Promiſe 
is to you and to your Children, 3. e. the Promiſe which 
was made to Abraham, and his Seed, now reacheth 
to you and your Children, that the Lord will be your Co- 
venant God. From whence ſome conclude, the Children 
of Believers are in Covenant, and ought to be baptized. 


Anſev. 1. Theſe Words, the Promiſe is unto you, and to 
your Children, and to all that are afar off, are fo far 
from proving the Infants of Believers to be in the Co- 
venant of Grace, (which yet if they did, would not prove 
that they ought to be baptized) that the) ſpeak not at 
all concerning Infants, as ſuch; but only of the ah roman 

| | 7 ga 


* Dr. Hammond, § 23. of bis Reſol. to fix Queries about In- 


fant-Baptiſm. 


? T 2. Taylor's Liberty of Prophecy, P- 230. 


That 
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(25) 


and Children of thoſe Perſons ro whom Peter was ſpeak» 


ing, without the Word itſelf determining whether they 
were new-born Children, or thoſe which were grown up; 
for this Word often ſignifieth Children of riper Years, 
Matth. x. 21. Brother ſhall deliver up the Brother: to 
death, and the Father the Child: and the Children ſball 
riſe up againſt their Parents, and cauſe them to be put to 
death. And Mark xiii. 12. where you have the fame Text, 
"tis added, as the Ground of this Perſecution, aud pe a 
be hated of all Men for my Name's ſake. Jo that unleſs we 
can ſuppoſe w- born Infants capable of perſecuting 


and being perſecuted on account of Religion, we muſt al- 
low the Word ſignifieth the Adult, as well as Infant Poſte- 


rity of any Perſons. And this is aſſented to by Dr. Ham- 
mond, whoſe Words are theſe ; *< If any have made uſe 
cc of that inconcludent Argument (vir. As ii. 39.) L 
c have nothing to ſay in defence of them; the Word Chil- 
« dren] there, 8 really the Poſterity of the Jews, not par- 
cc ticularly their Infant- Children.“ And Dr. Taylor ſays 25 

by Children is meant the Poſterity of the eus, 
. . . . adding, . . : . That he that, whenever the Word 
he” (Children) is uſed in, Scripture, ſhall by. Children under- 
ce ſtand Infants, muſt needs believe, that in all T/#=el 
ec there were no Men, bur Infants; and if that had been 


cc true, it had been the greater Wonder that they ſhould 


cc overcome the Anakims, and beat the King of Moab, 
« and march fo far, and diſcourſe ſo well; for they were 
& all called the Children of rat. . 


2dly, The Promiſe here ſpoken of ſeemeth to intend the 


Promiſe of the Holy Ghoft, for that's What is ſpoken of in 


the Verſe immediately preceding; Acts ii. 38, 39. Re- 


pent and be baptized every one of you in the Name of Feſus 


Chriſt, for the Remiſſion of Sins; and ye ſball receive the: 
Gift of the Holy _ for the Promiſe ic to you and to your 
Children, and to all that are afar ys even as many as the 
Lord our God ſhall call. What Promiſe can this be ſay” 


| poſed to refer to, more probably than to that of the Ho- 


ly Ghoſt, which concluded the preceding Verſe; eſpecially. 
when a little before *tis called the Promiſe of the Holy- 
Ghoſt, which was made by the Prophet bel, not onlv* 
to the old and young Men, Servants, and Handmaidens, 
bur alſo to their Sons and Daughters, exactly anſwerable 
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( 26 ) 
to what Peter ſaich, The Promiſe is to you and to you! 
ren. | 


3dly, Thoſe Words, ever as many as the Lord our God 
ſhall call, clearly determine the Children here ſpoken of 
to be Adulr, and not new-born Infants, who are incapable 
of obeying any Calls, and therefore cannot be the Subjects 
of the Call of God. For the Called in Scripture always 
ſignifies flich as have heard the Goſpel preached, believed 


the ſame, and been obedient ro it. 1 Cor. i 26. For ye ſee 


your Calling, Brethren, how that not many wiſe Men after 


the Fleſh, not many mighty, not many noble are called. And 
Ch. vii. 20, 21, 22. Let every Man abide in the ſame Cal. 


ling wherein he was called: Art thou called, being a Servant? 
care not for it; but if thou mayeſt be made free, uſe it ra- 
rather; for he that is called in the Lord, being a Servant, 
is the Lord's Freeman : likewiſe alſo he that is called being 
Free, is Chriſt's Servant. Rom. viii. 28. And we know that 
all things work together for good to them that love God, to 
them who are the Called according to his Purpoſe. 


Argument V. Is taken from the baptizing whole Houſ- 
holds, in which it is ſuppoſed there muſt needs be ſome 
Infants: the Inſtances are, the Houſholds of Lydia, the. 
Goaler ; and of Stephanus, 1 Cor. i. 16. 


Anſw. 1. It cannot be concluded from hence that new- 
born Children may be baptized, unleſs it was plainly ſaid 
that there were ſuch Children in theſe Families, and that 
theſe Children were . baptized : Becauſe Infants are not al- 
ways included in the Word Hozſbold, as appears 1 Sam. i. 
21, 22. And there are many Families in which there are 
no new-born Infants. 150 | 


. 2dly, Such things are ſaid of them who were baptized ie 
theſe Families, as Children are not capable of, and there- 
fore we are ſure that no Infants were baptized in them; 
which I have before ſhewed from the Inſtances of Lydia 
and the Goaler. And of the Houſhold of Stephanus, St. 
Paul, who baptized it, obſerves in his Epiſtle to the Co- 


 rinthians, Ch. xvi. 15. That it was he Firſt-Fruits of Achaia, 


and that the y had addicted themſelves to the Miniſtry of the 
Saints. If therefore the Houſbold of Stephanus, in this laſt 
Paſſage, doth not include Infants, we have no reaſon ro 
ſuppoſe them included in the ſame Expreſſion in the for- 
„„ . mer. 


give any Right to Baptiſm; We appeareth frotut hence, 


(27) 
mer. For in the laſt place they are affirmed to be the 5 
Fruits of Achaia, which we read of in the 18th Chapter oft 
the Acts; And he entered into the Houſe of Juſtus, one that 
worſhipped God, and Criſpus the chief Ruler of the Synagogue 
believed on the Lord with all his Houſe: And many 
of the Corinthians. hearing, believed, aud were baptized. 
So that the Houſhold of Stephanus muſt have been Be- 
lievers, as well as that of Criſpus; for we have no account 
of any Perſons being baptized there but Believers. And 
Men may as well fay that the Greetings and Salatations 
ſem to the Houſholds of Ariſtobuluts, Narciſſus, arid One ſi- 
phorus, were ſent to Infants; and that the Salutation ſent from 


che Saints who were of Ceſar's Houſhold to the Philippians, 


was alſo ſent from Infants. But if what I have faid fatis- 
fies not, I hope Dr. Hamwond's Opinion may be of ſome 
weight, who ſays of this Argument *, & That to conclude 
<« Infants were baptized, becauſe Houſholds were men- 
« tioned fo to be, is unconvincing, and without Demon- 
cc ſtration; it being ſo uncertain whether there were any 
< Child in the Families.” 2 al, 


- However, I cannot help taking notice; that theſe Places 
no way countenance their Opinion; who ſuppoſe that In- 
fants of Believers -have a Right to Baptiſm on account of 
their Parents Faith, as being born in the Covenant, and 
virtually _ as they term it. For on ſuppofition that 
Lydia, the Goaler, and Stephanus, had any Infants in their 
Families who were baptized, tis certain they were born 


before their Parents were Believers; ſince it is evident that 


Cydia and her Houſhold were all baptized together, and 
ſo alſo was the Goaler and all his Houſe, and the Houf - 
hold of Srephantr, Who were the Firſt-Fruits of Athaia. 


Argument VI. "Tis argued, that Infants have a Right 
to Baptiſm, becauſe the [Apoſtle, 1 Cor. vii. 14. faith, The 
unbelie ving Husband is ſanttified by the believing Wife, and 
the unbelievitg Wife ir ſunctiſted by the believing Husband; 
elſe were your Children unclean; but now ate they hop. 


- Anſe. I ſhall not enter into any particular Examination 
of the true and genuine Senſe: of theſe Words, bur ſhall” 
content myſelf to ſhew in general, that let the Holineſs 
which the Apoſtle ſpeaketh of, be what it. will, it cannot 


* Dr. Hammond's Reſol. fix Queries con. I. B. 5 21. p. 471. 


E621 

that not only the Children are ſaid to be made holy, but 
this Holineſs alſo is derived from the Sanctification of the 
unbelieving Party, or from the Holineſs of the Unbeliever 
derived from the Believer; for the Apoſtle declareth, un- 
leſs the unbelieving Party were ſanctified, or made holy, 
70 the believing, the Children would not be holy: but the 

olineſs of the unbelieving Party giveth him or her no 
Right to Baptiſm ; and therefore the Holineſs of the Child, 


which is derived therefrom, cannot give it a Right to Bap- 


tiſm. For tis plain, the unbelieving Parents cannot derive 

to the Child that Holineſs which giveth a Right to Bap- 

— becauſe they have no ſuch baptiſmal Holineſs them- 
ves. ä "Þ 


My Senſe of theſe Arguments cannot be better expreſſed 
than in the Words of Mr. Neal, with little Variation “*: 
Had our Lord, or his Apoſtles, appointed it, we might 
< expect to meet not only with the Name in Scripture, 
but with the | expreſs Infitwtion] in -the moſt plain and 
ce ſignificant Words; or at leaſt, that it ſhould be read in 
<« every Page of Antiquity : But if the + moſt ancient Fa- 
cc thers of the Church conſent in any thing, it is in a ge- 
c neral Silence about this Matter. The whole Streſs of 
« the Evidence is therefore laid upon .. . . obſcure and 
ce metaphorical Paſſages of Scripture.” And elſewhere he 
thinks it a good Argument in another Caſe, || That there 
ce is not the leaſt mention of ſuch a Practice in Scripture.” 
And a little lower he asks this Queſtion, -<© But is any thing 
like this recorded in the whole New Teſtament ?” But 
above all the reſt, Dr. Earle beſt expreſſes my Thoughts 
on this Subject. 1“ And here I frankly own, that all the 
« Arguments I have offered . . . . muſt be given up, if it 
cc has plain Scripture to ſupport it.” And Page 31. «© In 
cc like manner, if it appear d from plain Scripture, . . - - . 
« I fay plain Scripture, and not from a: few dark Texts, 
« yreſted to ſerve a turn, and which no Man would have 
< ever thought to be to the purpoſe, if he had not firſt 
te taken the rine for granted. 


« And this I verily believe to be the caſe. The Pado- 
ec p̃aptiſts ſaw fit, for ſeveral . . . . Confiderations, to yr 


— 
* 


Neal an the Supremacy, p. 9. | 
7 By the moft ancient Fathers, I mean thoſe of the t 
Centuries. | Neal, ib. p. 17. 5 
1 Dr. Earle en Purgatory, p. 30. * | . 


(29) "ON 
ce act the belief of Infant-Baptiſin, and then all the Wit 


cc of their ableſt Men was employed, to ſearch for Scrip- 


cc tures that might ſupport it. Were not this the bottom 


cc of the Buſineſs, could they poſſibly produce ſo many 
« Texts, that are evidently nothing to the purpoſe ?” 


In which Paſſage, I have only ſubſtituted Pædobaptiſts 
inſtead of the Roman Church, and Infant-Baptiſm in the 
room of Purgatory ; and the Paſſage, in my Opinion, fits this 
Place as well as that which it filled in the Doctor's Sermon. 


But perhaps, Proteſtants who plead for Pædobaptiſm, 
think they have a Right to demand plain expreſs Texts of 
Scripture from the Papiſts, and may themſelves make uſe 
of dark, obſcure, and metaphorical Paſlages againſt the 
Antipzdobaptiſts : but then this I am ſure of, that if Ar- 
guments from dark and obſcure Paſſages, may poſſibly be 
of force, yet the Pædobaptiſts Arguments can be of no 
weight in this caſe, becauſe, as Dr. Earle ſaith of the Ro- 
maniſts Reaſoning for Purgatory, They are nothing to the 
purpole. Aa 
Some Pædobaptiſts, indeed, ſeem conſcious to them-- 


ſelves that they have no clear Scripture-Proof for their 
Practice, and therefore derive their Infant-baptiſm from 


the Fews. They ſay, the Fews did not only initiate their 


Proſelytes by Baptiſm, but alſo baptized their Children at 
the ſame time, tho newly born; from hence they con- 
clude, that ſuch Children ought to be admitted into the 
Chriſtian Church by Baptiſm. But certainly tis no ſign 
of a good Cauſe, when Men cannot ſupport their Practice 
by Scripture, but are forced to have recourſe to a fabulous 
Tradition of the Fews. - * 


In Anſwer to this Plea, we ſay, 


Firſt,” That tis very uncertain whether the Jeus * had . 
ſuch a Cuſtom in our Saviour's Time. 


Secondly, That if they had, tis not probable our Saviour 


would have borrowed one of his Inſtitutions from it. 


Fir, © That the Fews did, in our Saviour's Time, initi- 
S ate Proſelytes, and their 3 by Baptiſm, N 
. 2 1 c 


— - 


b Dr. John Gale: Sermons, Vol, II, p. 219, Gr. 
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& the main Point of all, is a very precarious and doubtful 
ec Suppoſition, at beſt. For 1ſt, It ſtands entirely upon 
ec the Credit of a certain Order of Men formerly among ſt 
cc the Fews, called the Gemariſts, who are repreſented by 
c all who read them, even their greateſt Admirers, to be 
ce the moſt injudicious, fabulous, and ignorant Corrupters 
cc of all Hiſtory, Scripture, and Religion. But, | 


cc 2dly, It may be obſerved, that even this Talmud was 
ec not compiled till about the Beginning of the ſixth Cen- 
« tury, at ſooneſt, and fome learned Men think not till 
cc much later: .. . . which Authority, were it otherwiſe 
< ever ſo valuable and unexceptionable, is much too late 
© to aſſure us what was the Practice in our Saviour's 
c Time, i. e. five hundred Years before. But, 


dly, Tis highly probable they had at that time no 
a ach pass * long SOT For firſt, the Scriptures 
c no where mention, nor in the leaſt allude to any ſuctr 
&« Practice; which yet they would probably have done, 
& had there been any ſuch Uſage amongſt them, and e- 
cc ſpecially our Saviour having, as is ſuppoſed, tranſplanted 
ec it into his Church. Secondly, Philo and Joſephus, who 
< wrote in the Apoſtles Time ſeveral large Treatiſes, and 
cc many things concerning the Antiquities, Ceremonies, 
ce and Cuſtoms of the 7eus, and had many Opportunities 
ce of mentioning their Cuſtom of baptizing, hadithey known 
c of it, yet do not ſo much as hint at it, Add to this, 
< thirdly, that ſome Fews denied it to have been practiſed 
ce at that Time. And then, fourthly, that this Cuſtom 
cc is never once mentioned by any of the antient Writers, 


ce particularly by Barnabas, (who was himſelf a Few) tho” 


ce he wrote an Epiſtle entirely upon the Fewsi/h Rites, but 
& has not one Word of this precended Fewiſh Baptiſm. 
« Where the Apoſtles are but occaſionally mentioned, he 
ce does not forget to obſerve, that our Lord choſe twelve, 
<. in ſome alluſion to the twelve Tribes. And when he is di- 
ce rectly * into the Fewiſh Uſages for ſome Preludes 
& of Baptiſm, he mentions ſome Paſlages in the Prophets, 
< which he applies to Baptiſm ; but never once gives the 
cc leaſt room to imagine he knew of any initiatory Bap- 
c tiſtrr aſually given to Proſelytes: and yet how could he 
ic this, it Chriſt bad fo certainly taken his Baptiſm 
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It may be alſo added, that we have ſeveral Paſſages in 
the Goſpels, which make it pretty certain that they had 
no ſuch Baptiſm, For, Sy on 


iſt, This appears in ſome meaſure from the Surname 


of Baptiſt given unto Jobs, which very Name plainly im- 


plies that he was the firſt who ſet up the Practice. As 
doth alſo, | 


 2dly, His declaring, that he was ſent of God to baptize 
with Water, John i. 33. which ſeems likewiſe to be inti- 
mated, where 'tis ſaid, he came upto. the Fews in a way of 
Righteouſneſs, Matth. xxi. 25, to 32. 


34ly, When the Fews asked him, and ſaid unto him, Why 
baptizeft,thou then, if thou be nat that Chriſt, nar Elias, nei- 
ther that Prophet? John i. 19, to 28. the Senſe of theſe 
Words may be thus expreſſed, © Thou therefore haſt no 
« Power, nor any thing to do to introduce new Laws and Or- 
cc dinances 8 ong us, nor to call upon us to repent and 
& be baptized. For God hath promiſed to raiſe up unto, 
cc us a Prophet, or Law-giver, whom we are to hearken, 
c unto; and therefore, if thou be not the Chriſt, as thou 
cc owneſt that thou art not, nor Elias, nor that Prophet, 


c why. then doſt thou baptize? For Chriſt only bath a, 


Right to ſet up new Inſtirutions.“ If therefore Baptiſm 
had been uſed among the Feaws, in receiving their Proſe- 
lytes, they would not have ſent Prieſts and Levites, to: 
erquire of him whether he were the Chriſt, for this Reaſon 
becauſe. he baptized; which plainly ſhews that it was a 


new Practice. Nor is it likely they would ſo generally, 


have gone out to be baptized of him. Would they nog 
rather have deſpis d him, for pretending; to preach to, and 
call upon them, the Seed of Abraham, to obey or con- 
form to that which was only fit and needful; for the Pro- 
ſelytes to their Religion; and more eſpeciallx When the. 
Baptiſt rejected them, and upbtaided them, bidding them 
bring forth Fruits meet for Rehentance, and not; to chin 
wir hin themſelves, that becauſe; they, had Abrabam tu thtix 


| Father, they were, as ſuch, ficed, and. qualiied:fax, ee 


Duty? Matth. iii. 1, fe 9. 
4bh, 
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4rbly, When our Saviour asked the Ferws this queſtion, 
Marth. xxv. 25, 26, 27. The Baptiſm of Fobn, whence 


' was it, from Heaven br of Men? If it had been a Cuſtom 


amongſt the Zews to baprize their Proſelytes, the Queſtion 
had been very improper, no way ſuitable to the Deſign of 


our Saviour, nor to the Occaſion of propounding it to them; 


but on the "contrary, would rather have argued great Igno- 
rance, and given his Enemies an Opportunity to deride 
him; which was what they ſought for; and the Chief-Prieſts 
and the Elders would then have found no difficulty in an- 
ſwering it, ſince it would have been eaſy to have ſaid, that 
it was derived from a Tradition of their own. But our 
Saviour knowing that it was from Heaven, and not of Men, 


er it to them; and they being conſcious to them- 


elves that they had not believed nor hearkened to John, 
and alſo well knowing and conſidering that it was vor of 
Men; that is, was not in uſe amongſt them, nor practiſed 
at all before Fohr's Time, durſt not ſay of Men, for fear of 
the People, who all looked upon Fohn as a Prophet ſent of 
God, and believed as ſuch he had received from God' 
Power and Authority to introduce and ſet up the Practice 
of Baptiſm, which was not known amongſt them before; 
and therefore the Prieſts, &>c. ſaid, we cannot tell. Which 
very Confeſſion proves plain enough that it was not one 
of their Traditions; the Suppoſition of which is not only 
contrary to theſe Scriptures, and diſhonourable to Chriſt 
and the Chriſtian Religion in general, but it is alſo unwor- 
thy of the divine Being, to ſend forth one of the greateſt 
of his Prophets, * the Forerunner of his Son Jeſus, to 

each and teach only an old human Invention, which by 
Tradition his People had received before, and was then 
in the practice of. This had been giving a Sanction to 
human Inventions and corrupt Traditions: which is fo very 
unworthy of God, and ſo contrary to the divine Perfections 
of an infinitely wiſe Legiſlator, that the Story ought rather 
to be looked upon as an Invention of the unbelieving Fews 


to expole diſgrace Chriſtianity : as if the facred 


Inſtitution of Baptiſm, which the Chriſtians ſo religi- 
ouſly obſerved, was only an old Tradition or Ceremony 
of the Fewiſbh Religion in receiving their Proſelytes : And 
this was a moſt powerful Argument to keep their Followers. 
from embracing the Goſpel. | With 


* Man, di 11. Late i. 76 
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With theſe Views, and for theſe Ends only, I believe the 
Story was firſt invented ; and very ſorry 1 am that Chri- 
ſtians of any Denominations ſhould ſo readily give into ir. 
I am very ſure it can never credit the Cauſe in general, 
however ſome may imagine that it ſerves to ſupport their 
own Tradition, and their Corruption of that holy Inſtitution 
of Baptiſm, which in its firſt Riſe was from Heaven. 


c Secondly, * But allowing that the eus had ſuch a Baptiſm: 
c at that time, tis very unlikely our Lord would have 
<«< adopted it into his Religion, ſince this Practice of the 
© Zews was not built upon Moſes and the Prophets, and 
© there is no Foundation for it in Scriprure : this even the 
« Jeu themſelves confeſs : it is then at moſt no better 
« than one of the Traditions of the Elders; and we know 
& what regard our Saviour uſed to teach his Diſciples to 
« ſhew to them; he frequently inveighed againſt thoſe 
&« things with more Warmth than he uſed upon other oc- 
“ caſions, particularly againſt the many Waſhings intro- 
% duced and practiſed amongſt thoſe Hypocrites: and is 
ce it poſſible after this to imagine, either that he de- 


c ſigned, or that his Apoſtles could. poſſibly ſuppoſe he de- 


ce ſigned, that the ſolemn Commiſſion he gave them was 
c to be underſtood conformably to the Uſages ot thoſe 
« Hypocrites he had fo ſeverely cenſur'd : Tis not at all 
“ likely our Saviour ſhould intend this; but I think it al- 
ce moſt certain that the Apoſtles would not do that, and go 
cc about to interpret a general Law of their Lord, by the 
ce perverſe groundleſs Cuſtoms and Uſages of ſuch as were 
cc his bittereſt Enemies, eſpecially as to the Point of Bap- 
c tiſm ; he having in his Life - time objected ſo much, par- 
< ticularly, againſt their traditionary Waſhings. And for any 
c now, only by the meer Force and Power of a ſtrong 


c Imagination, and without any other Ground, to ſuppoſe 


< that the Apoſtles and firſt Chriſtians did thus, is to ex- 
<« preſs a mighty Fondneſs for their own Prejudices, and 
to aſſume a moſt unaccountable Liberty of feigning and 
tc affirming whatever they pleaſe, and to caſt a groſs Ca- 


< lumny upon thoſe holy Men.“ 


Moreover, when our Saviour ſuppoſeth that John's Bap- 
riſm was from Heaven, and not from Men, and call eth this 


Ordinance; as adminiſtred by John, Righteonſue ſi; be plainly 


: | ſuppoſeth 
* Dr. John Gale's Sermons, Vol. 2. p. 173. 
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( 34 ) ” 
ſuppoſeth it to owe its Original to a divine Inſtitution, and 
not to human Invention. | 


To all that we have faid upon this Head of Fewi/ſh 
Tradition Mr. Barker fully agrees, when he faith *, “] 
cc fear leſt your Hearts divide and rove, I am afraid of 
cc your being unchaſte and corrupted. Ohriftianity is plain 
ce and fimple, and no impure Mixtures are to be made or 
c allowed with it; No JEwisR OBSERVANCEs, No Hu- 
c MAN INVENTIONs, No OLD oR NEW TRADITIONs : 
cc to this 1 „ without Addition or Alteration, ſhould 
cc Chriſtians ſtick and adhere, keeping to the Truth as it 
< is in Feſus, and preſerving the Simplicity of the Goſpel, 
4 not mingling it with any thing that is falſe and foreign 
« to it, not concealing any part of it, or mixing any falſ- 


cc hood with it, or wreſting and perverting the true Senſe 


ec and Meaning of it, to ferve our own Ends, the Luſts 
cc of others, or any woridly Purpoſes whatſoever.” | 


"Tis evident that Mr. Barker did not think Chriſtian Bap- 
tiſm a 7euiſb Obſervance, or an human Invention and 


old Tradition in its Original; but that he believed it to be 


of divine Inſtitution: and therefore he cannot be ſuppoſed 
ro derive Infant-Baptiſm from the Fewi/5 Fable of bapti- 
zing their Proſelytes. e | : 


Having thus conſidered the Subjects of Baptiſm, and 

ſhewn from the New Teſtament that they can only be 

Adult Perſons, upon their Profeſſion of Repentance and 
Faith ; I ſhall now ſhew that Immerſion of the whole 
Body into Water is the Mode of Baptizing, and that rhe 

ſprinkling of a little Water on the Face is fiot ſufficient : 

which is no leſs evident from the following Scriptures. 


' x. Then went ont 10 Fobn Feruſalem, and all Fudea, and 


all the Region round about Fordan ; and were baptized of 


Em IN JORDAN, confeſſing their Sins, 


2. There went out to him all the Land of Fudea, and 
they of Feruſalem, and were all baptized of him IN THE. 
River or JORDAN, confeſſing rheir Sins. | 


* Mr. Barker's Sermon, p. , $, 
1. Matth. iii. 5, 6. 


1. 4. 3: * 


iT 7 

3. And John alſo was baptizing IN ENON, mear to $4. 
Im, becauſe there was MUCH WATER there: and they 
came, and were baptized. | 1 


4. And it came to paſs in thoſe Days, that Feſus came 
From Nazareth of Galilee, and was baptized of Fohn 1N 
JORDAN, and ſftraitway COMING UP OUT OF THE WATER, 
he ſaw the Heavens opened, and the Spirit like a Dove de- 
ſcending upon him: and there came a Voice from Heaven, 


ſaying, t hou art my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleaſed. 


5. Then cometh Feſus from Galilee to Jordan unto John, 
to be baptized of him. But Fohn forbad him, ſaying, I have 
need to be baptized of thee, and comeſt thou to me? and 
Feſus anſwering, ſaid unto him, ſuffer it to be ſo now ; for 
thus it becometh us to fulfil all Righteouſneſs. Then he ſuf- 
fered him; and Feſus, when he was baptized, WENT UP 
 STRAITWAY OUT oF THE WATER; and lo, the Heavens 
were opened unto him, and he ſaw the Spirit of God deſcen- 
ding like a Dove, and lighting upon him. And lo, @ Voice 
from Heaven, ſaying, This is my beloved Son, in whom I am 
well pleaſed. 


Now tho” I apprehend that nobody who conſiders can 
well miſtake the Senſe of theſe Scriptures, which clearly 
repreſent ohn the Adminiſtrator, and Ze/us who was bap- 
tized of him, as both entering into the River ; yet I will 
give the learned Dr. Hammond's Paraphraſe on Matth. iti. 16. 
and Mark i. 10.“ For Jeſus as ſoon as he was baptized 
went out of the Water before Fohn, and as ſoon as ever 
c he came out of the Water (as he came up from the 
« River) he fell down on his Knees in Prayer to his Fa- 
** ther, (Luke iii. 12.) and whilſt he was praying, behold 
« the Heavens, either really or after ſome remarkable man- 
ner of Appearance, parted aſunder viſibly before Chriſt, 
« and the Spirit of God deſcended upon him, as a Dove 
< deſcends upon any thing, viſibly hovering and lighting 
cc upon him: and John Baptiſt ſaw and diſcerned what 
« was done.” 


—— 


3. John iii. 23. 
4. Mark 1. 9, 10, 17. 
5. Matth. iii. 13, 14, 15, 16, 1 
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_ Grave, and Reſurrection from thence. 


6. And as they (Philip and the Eunuch) went on their 


way, they came unto a certain Water; and the Eunuch 


ſaid, See, here is Water, what doth hinder me to be bap- 


tized?* . . . . and he commanded the Chariot to ſtand ſtill : 
aud | then in purſuance of Chriſt's Commiſſion, and accor- 
ding to the great example of the Son of God himſelf,] THEY 
WENT DOWN BOTH INTO THE WATER, BOTH PHIL1P 
AND THE EUNUCH, AND HE BAPTIZED HIM; AND WHEN 
THEY WERE COME UP OUT OF THE WATER, the Spirit 


of the Lord caught away Philip, that the Eunuch ſaw him 
no more. This Example ſheweth what Mode of Baptizing 


was practiſed, not only by John, but alſo by the Apoſtles, 
after they were filled with the Holy Ghoſt, and endowed 
with the Spirit of God, or Power from on high. And 
no other Mode will ſuit with the Apoſtles Reaſonings, and 
Alluſions, in the following Paſſages of Scripture. 


7. What ſhall wwe ſay then ? ſhall we continue in Sin, 
that Grace may abound? God forbid: How ſhall we who 


are dead to Sin, live any longer therein? Know ye not, 
that ſo many of us as were baptized into Feſus Chriſt, were 
baptized into his Death! Therefore ve are buried with him 
by Baptiſm into Death, that like as Chriſt was raiſed up 

om the dead by the Glory of the Father, even ſo we alſo 
ſbould walk in Newneſs of Life. For if ue have beer 
planted together in the Likeneſs of his Death, we ſhall be 
alſo in the Likeneſs of his mir oh eg 


A remarkable Paſlage this! in which what in one Verſe 
is called by the Apoſtle 'a being baptized into his Death, is 
explained, by a being planted together in the Likeneſs f 
his Death, and buried with him by Baptiſm into Death. 
The whole Text plainly ſhews that his Deſign was to inti- 
mate, that the Death, Burial, and Reſurrection of Chriſt, 
were repreſented very fitly in Baptiſm: and if this be true, 
then we muſt conclude that in the Apoſtles time Aſperſion 
was not uſed, in which nothing of a Death, Burial, or Re- 
ſurrection, is repreſented ; but Immerſion only, which in 
a very lively manner repreſenteth his Deſcent into the 


8. The like may be inferred from Sr. Paul's ſaying to 
the Coloſſians, in alluſion to the fame Mode, that they were 
5 buried 
6. Ads viii. 36, 38, 39, 
Jo Kenan, vi. 1—5. 
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his Words and 
the ſprinkling of Infants, who cannot act in Obedience to 


1 
buried with Chriſt in Baptiſm, wherein alſo they were riſen 
with him. | | 
9. Moreover, St. Peter ſpeaking of Baptiſm, calleth that 
art of it, which will not ſave us, the putting away the 
Bl of the Fleſh ; which is not to be effected by Sprink- 
ling, but by Immerſion. _ 


The ſame may alſo be argued from thoſe Paſſages, where- 


in Baptiſm is either mentioned under the Name of Waſhing 


of Water *, or the Waſhing of Regeneration + : for Immer- 
ſion is one Mode of Waſhing, but Sprinkling is not. 


And of the Ordinance of Baptiſtn as performed by Im- 
merſion in Obedience to the divine Command, it is wor- 
our Obſervation that Chriſt ſaith, Matth. iii. 15, 16. 
Thus it becometh us to fulfil all Righteouſneſs. Whence we 


| ſee that our Lord thought ſo well of this Ordinance of 


Baptiſm, when done in Obedience to God, as to dignify it 
with this glorious Title and Character ; and that it hath 


the higheſt Approbation of the Son of God, both from 
— and therefore we may well ſay of 


God, and of any thing elſe not commanded by him, as Dr. 
Earle does, Away with all things that pretend to be ſub- 


E ſtituted in the room of Righteouſnels.” 


This Mode alſo hath freſh Honour added to it, for as 
much as the moſt high God declared the Submiſſion of his 


only Son thereto, acceptable to himſelf, when he ſaid, zhis 


is my beloved Son in whom I am well pleaſed. And the 
Heavens were opened unto him, and the Spirit of God de- 


ſcended, and did light upon him, Matth. iii. 16, 17. 
Thus have I ſhewn from Scripture the true Subject and 


| Mode of Baptiſm: with regard to both which, we have the 


Confeſſion of the Church of Erg/and: in her Catechiſm , 
. Colofſianc ii. 12. 9 | 


1 Peter iii. 21. 
Epheſians v. 26. Heb. x. 22. 
— P k 
Earie ON Turgatory, p. 51. 
3 Rob. Barjer's Edition, 2 1634. 
| | E 2 | 
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after having ſet forth the Meaning of the Word Sacrament; 


the next Queſtion 1s, 
: | 
How many Parts be there in a Sacrament ? 


 Anſw. Two, the outward and viſible Sign, and the in- 
ward and ſpiritual Grace *. 


Queſt. What is the outward, and viſible Sign, or Form, 


in Baptiſm ? 5 
| Aꝛſu. Water, wherein che Perſon baptized is dipped, Oc. 
Queſt. What is the inward, and ſpiritual Grace. 


Anſw. A Death unto Sin, and a new Birth unto Rigi | 


teouſneſs, G C. 


Anuſu. Repentance, whereby they forſake Sin; and Faith 
whereby they ſtedfaſtly believe the Promiſes of God, made 
to them in that Sacrament. | 


But as to the contrary Practice, I affirm, in the Words 
of Mr. Neal +, © There is not the leaſt mention of it in 
« Scripture; 707 is there any thing like it in the whole 
4 New Teſtament. Surely St. Paul muſt have been guil- 
ce ty of a very great Omiſhon .. . . not to mention it. 


But *tis not credible St. Paul could be guilty of ſuch an 
Omiſſion; for he faith to the Elders of Epheſus, I have 
kept back nothing that was profitable to you, but have 

ER „3 


* To this agree the Aſſembly of Diwines in their Catechiſm, 
with this Addition to the firft part, uſed according to Chriſt's 
own Appointment : vith which alſo exceedinglywwell accords what 
Dr. Harris ſays in his Sermon on Tranſubſtantiation, page the 12th, 


„ The Nature of a Sacrament requires this, which is allowed to 


«© be à wiſible, ſenfible Sign of a ſpiritual Bleſſing and Benefit. 
ce There is always ſomething ſenſible, to repreſent ſomething ſpiri- 


„ tual; fo Water in Baptiſm, fignifies the waſhing. away our 


Sins, and the Anſwer of a good Conſcience towards God.“ 
Which no way conſiſts with their Practice, but condemns it. 
1 Neal en the Supremacy, page 17 * 
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frewed you. And again, I have not ſhunned ts derlare an- 

70 you all the Council of God, Acts xx. 20, 27. I 
| | 


If Mr. Neal thinks this good Reaſoning, he cannot re- 
fuſe it when urged againſt himſelf; for Infant-Sprinkling 
is hardly to be ſuppoſed any Apoſtolic Practice, or: Inſti- 
tuiton, fince the Scripture is fo ſilent about it. For, as 
Mr. Smith well obſerves, with regard to another Point *, 
cc Tf this was the caſe, methinks the. Apoſtles ſhould. have 
cc taken care to leave it upon Record, or at leaſt to have 
cc given us ſome hint [of it] in Scripture.” For, as Mr. 
Chandler ſays , We have no full and certain Account of 
* the Doctrine taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, but 


cc from the Records of the New Teſtament ; and, as theſe 


Sv @FS 4 


* M+. Smith en Authority, Et. p. 34. 
+ Mr. Chandler, the Notes, &. p. 13. 15. %% 7 
** Dr. Wright on Serip. and Trad. p. i060. 
. of Dr. Harris on Tranſubſtan. p. 31. 
Dr. Earle on Purgatory, p. 29. 
Dr. Hunt on Penance,. G P- 34. =o; 
*** Mr. Bayes on: Worſhip, c. p. 22. 
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cc only and entire Rule.“ << The Chriſtian Church 19 


c properly repreſented as one Body, or a Society, incor- 


cc porate by the Charter of the Goſpel, under Jeſus Chriſt 
< as ſupreme Head and Governor. + The Worſhip of 
« God is a firſt and principal Duty of the Law of Nature, 
cc and of all Religion: To worſhip God according to the 
< Directions of the Chriſtian Revelation, is a chief =" 
« of Chriſtianity.” For, as Mr. Leaveſly ſays ||, * Chri 

< and his Apoſtles, by preaching and delivering the Goſpel 
< Truth, and by warning us of falſe Apoſtles and deceit- 
< ful Workers, call all Men every where to adhere to the 


6 Truth, as it is in Jeſus... .. 


c Now ſhould we neglect his Call, or corrupt his In- 
c ſtitutions, we tremble at the Anathema that would then 
© indeed belong to us, ec.” It therefore plainly follows, 


as Dr. Hughes very well taketh notice, That in all our 


Diſquiſitions about Religion, we are to conſider the 
cc bleſſed God as the Rector of the World, who has an 
Cc unqueſtionable Right to preſcribe Laws to his rational 
« Creatures: ' theſe Laws, ſufficiently notified, we are 
cc bound to obey. Accordingly, God has revealed his 
« Mind to Man in the facred Scriptures, thoſe ſtanding 
c Oracles of our holy Religion. Whatever Inſtitutions 
« we meet with there, 8 — re we 8 8 
cc ligiouſly to comply with: whatever elſe is appointed 

6 2 it — 5 Foundation in the Word of Goch 
cc ye are ſo far from being obliged to the Practice of it, 
cc that in Honour to God, we ought to proteſt againſt it, 
cc as a bold Uſurpation of the divine Authority.” And a 


| little further he maketh this juſt Obſervation, ** In a word. 


c nothing muſt be allowed in God's Worſhip, but what 
ce e have his Warrant for; ſo that the very Silence of 
cc Scripture is enough to condemn the praying to Saints.“ 


And aſſuredly, if the Silence of Scripture condemneth' 
the praying to Saints, it muſt equally condemn Infant 
Sprinkling. For an Argument which is ſufficient in the 
one caſe, cannot be inſufficient when urged in the other; 


and therefore I would deſire all of his Perſuaſion * 


* Mr. Lowman on Schiſm, p. 12. P. 26. 

y Mr. Leaveſly on Reformation, p. 36, 37. ; 
+ Dr. Hughes on the Veneration of Saints, &c. p. 35. 
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| [ 4) | 
the good and uſeful Advice he giveth them *, © Let us 
c e. adhere to the Scriptures: we ſhould take all our 


« Directions from that unerring Guide; make it the Rule 
« of our Faith, our Worthip, and our Lives. And let us 


cc always bear our Teſtimony againſt any Additions made 


« to it; or any thing in the Worſhip of God appointed 
<« only by fallible Men!“ Which is the only way to pre- 
ſerve the holy Chriſtian. Religion free from. all human 
Mixtures and Corruptions whatſoever. 


Since the Sacred Records ſpeak only of the 'Baptiſm 
of adult Perſons, and that performed by Immerſion, as the 
Appointment of God, the only Way made uſe of by the 
Apoſtles in their Days; I know not how any Communi- 
ties of Men, pretending to be Chriſtians, and to make the 
Scriptures the only Rule and Standard of their Faith and 
Worſhip, dare yet preſume to change the whole Ordinance, 
ſubſtituting Infants inſtead of adult Perſons, and Sprinkling 
inſtead of Immerſion. For as Mr. Bayes faith , © If 
c the Worſhip of God in the common and vulgar 
« Tongue was the Practice of. our bleſſed Saviour and 
cc his Apoſtles, and of Chriſtians for many hundred Years 
ce after their Days, I ſee not what Right the Church of 
© Rome, [or any other Church whatſoever] had to alter 
« ir.” *Tis eaſy to apply this Paſſage to our purpoſe : for 
J know not of any Church which hath more Right to al- 
ter the Inſtitutions of Chriſt, than the Roman Church; 
tho* perhaps Proteſtants will be more favourable and in- 
dulgent to their own Churches, and their Errors, than to 
the Church of Rome, and her Corruptions. 


But for my part, I would always follow the excellent 
Advice of Dr. Hughes, and bear my Teſtimony againſt 
ce any Additions made to the Scripture; or any thing in the 
C Worthip of God, appointed only by fallible Men.” And 
I heartily wiſh things were come to this point, that Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenting Miniſters, of all Denominations, would 
bear their Teftimony, not only againſt the Worſhip of 
Images, but againſt Infant-Sprinkling, and all other In- 
ventions of fallible Men, whether found amongſt Papiſts, 
or their own Parties; and return to a ſtrict Obſervation 
of all the Ordinances of Chriſt, as at fiſt _— 


3 Hughes on the Veneration of Saints, Ec. p- 877 
+ Mr. Bayes on Worſhip in an unknown, Cc. p. 44. 
Dr. Hughes on Saints and Images, p. 57. 


„ „ _ 
This would be rooting out Popery from amongſt out- 
ſelves, where I think a Reformation ſhould always begin. 
For as Mr. Leaveſly ſays *, < If there be any true Logick 
< or Reaſoning in the World, we muſt conclude, that 2 
c Reformation from ſuch a diſordered State of Religion, 
< is neceſſary for all thoſe who would pleaſe and honour 
« God, and adhere to Jeſus Chriſt.“ | 


And Page 13, he ſays, © Reformation itſelf has two eſ- 
< ſential and comprehenſive Parts: | 


c 1. Detecting and diſclaiming, renouncing and for- 
cc faking all falſe Authority, and every Corruption of the 
cc {ure Inſtitutions of Religion, which we have received 
cc from God.” And a little lower ; * Whatever, there- 
ce fore, oppoſes this great Deſign of Chriſt's coming, is 
< to be reliſted; we muſt depart from it, and proteſt a- 
< gainſt it. 1 


« >. The ſecond Part of Reformation, is an actual Return 
ce to that Simplicity of Subjection and Obedience, that 
< we owe only to the great Author and Finiſher of our 
cc Faith. He came to reform the World, and lead Men 
cc back to the right Ways of God, which he hath impreſ- 
ec ſed on the Conſcience, and publiſhed by his Prophets, 
cc and Meſſengers, and Ambaſſadors to the World,” And 
again ||, © Thus he [Biſhop Jewel] reaſonably expoſtulates, 
« and makes it evident, that Corruptions in Religion muſt 
< not be ſuffered to go on without Obſervation and Derec- 
& tion, without Oppoſition and Reformation: That we may 
< reform ourſelves in Exgland, and that every Country, 
cc City, or Church, may do ſo, without 2 . Licence 
« from the Pope and a Council. Mult the Word and 
cc Commands of God, which we are fure are his, and the 
< Goſpel of Chriſt, ſtay for Letters of Commendation 
cc from them? Muſt we ask leave of any mortal Man, to 
& open our Eyes, to uſe our Underſtanding, to ſeek 
c God and worſhip him, as our Conſcience directs, 
and he commands? . .. . Theſe Demands are impious, 
ec and ſhocking to rhoſe that read the Teſtament, and be- 
« lieve the Sufficiency and Faithfulneſs of the Apoſtles of 
« Chriſt, in delivering to us all things they had re- 

| . & ceiveg 


* Mr. Leaveſly en Reformation, p. 6. Page 1%. 
4 Page 22. | | | 
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ex ceived of him, and declaring to us the whole Counſel 
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And beſides what has been quoted, there is a very remark- 
ble Paſſage or two of Mr. Chandler's, againſt Innovators 
in. religious Matters, who alter and pervert the Goſpel. 
For he ſays *, „“ One eſſential and -unalterable Mark or 
« Note of a Chriſtian Church or Congregation (is) the 
« conſtant and firm Adherence of all the Members of it 
« to Jeſus Chriſt, as the common Head, and Lord, and 
« Saviour of Chriſtians, and the ſubmitting themſelves 
« wholly and entirely to his Influence and Direction; e- 
« ven as the Members of a natural Body are guided and 
cc acted by its natural Head.” And Page 15, he afhrms, 
« That as far as Men depart from the Doctrine of Chriſt 
c and his Apoſties, ſo far they ceaſe to be Members of 
« the Church of Chriſt, and are to be marked and avoid- 
« ed by all the Faithful.” In Page 17, he ſays, © Howe- 
cc ver, we have one ſure Rule to go by, and may cer- 
cc tainly conclude who are not of the Church of Chriſt, 
cc wiz. thoſe who openly and avowedly pervert and cor- 
cc rupt the Simplicity of the Chriſtian Faith, by teaching 
c Doctrines abſolutely ſubverſive of the Nature and De- 
« fign of it.” If this be too ſevere to be applied to the 
preſent Caſe, yet it ought to caution every Society of 
Chriſtians, to be very ſtrict in adhering to the Inſtitutions 
of Chriſt, that we may in no reſpect deſerve any part of 

that Charge, which is ſo juſtly, as well as ſeverely, laid 
to the Papiſts. For is there no harm in making any Al- 
terations, but ſuch as wholly ſubvert the Nature and De- 
ſign of Chriſtianity? Are we not to avoid ſuch as ſubvert 
the Nature and Deſign of any particular Inſtitution of 
Religion? And has not this been groſsly done by Papiſts, 
in the Ordinance of Baptiſm, as well as other things, by 
ſ{ubſtituring Infant-Sprinkling in the room and ſtead of the 
Immerſion of Adult Perſons, upon profeſſion of Repen- 
rance and Faith? For is not Baptiſm a Goſpel Inſtitution? 
Is it not a perverting and corrupting the Simplicity of that 
Ordinance, to alter the Mode from Dipping to Sprink - 
ling? Is not that, and the Change of the Subject, a ſub- 
verting the Nature and End of it, as a proper Symbol of 
Perſons dying unto Sin, and a voluntary Engagement to 


* Mr. Chandler on the Notes of the Church, p. 11. | 
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Innovations, and reſtore true Chriſtian Baptiſm, that we 
may come up to that Definition of a Church, which the 


_ Miniſters of all Denominations are obliged to ſubſcribe *, 


c The viſible Church of Chriſt is a Congregation of faithful 
“ Men, in which the pure Word of God is preached, and 
ce the Sacraments be duly adminiſtred, according to Chriſt's 
« Ordinance, in all thoſe things that of Neceſſity are requi- 
e fite to the ſame.” DO 


And if what Mr. Chandler has aſſerted in Page 15, of his 
Sermon, be true, we may thence infer, that there can be no 
true Chriſtian Church, without true Chriſtian Baptiſm ; and 
if true Chriſtian Baptiſm is only that of Adult Perſons, by 
Immerſion, upon their Profeſſion of Repentance and 
Faith ariſing from a Selt-Conſciouſneſs of what they have 


done, and of what God requires of them; then conſe- 


quently, without having this Baptiſm, no Man can rightly 
be a Member of the true viſible Church of Chriſt. 


I have fairly drawn the Inference, but ſhall leave Mr. 
Chandler to maintain his Propoſition. It belongs to him, 


and the other Miniſters, to defend their own Arguments, 


which, if they chuſe to retract, rather than abide by the 
Conſequence, they will then give the Romaniſts all the 
Advantages which they can delire. 1 


But fo much the more inexcuſable is the Alteration 
made in this Ordinance of Chriſtian Baptiſm; foraſ- 


much as they who practiſe it, are obliged, tho' Infant- 
Sprinkling is a mere human Invention, ſolemnly to name 
over the Child the Name of the Lord, ſaying, with much 
Abſurdity, and little Truth, I Baptize thee, in the Name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt: 
a thing, which unleſs they are perſuaded of its being a di- 
vine Inſtitution, one would think they hardly could pre- 
vail on themſelves to do. And yet that they can bring 
themſelves to believe it ſo to be, is a little difficult for us 


to perſuade ourſelves. 


But perhaps it may be ſaid, that tis indifferent whether 
we are Sprinkled, or Dipped. To which, I anſwer in the 
Words of Dr. Hughes f, „Let us cloſely adhere to 

pf DR Ow” <« the 


- ® The XIXeb Article of Ache of England. 
+ De. Hughes on Saints and Images, p. 57. 
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& the Scriptures: and whatever * Inſtitutions we meet 
« with there, as appointed by God, let us religiouſly 
« comply with. Ina word, nothing muſt be allowed 
4 in God's Worſhip, but what we have his Warrant for.” 
We ought therefore with him to conclude ||, * That the 
cc very Silence of Scripture is enough to condemn Sprink- 
cc ing: And that, conſequently, it is no indifferent thing, 
whether this Mode, which is not authorized by Scripture, 
or Immerſion, which is therein appointed, be made uſe 
of in Baptiſm. But if any one ſhould ſay, Aſperſion is a 
neceſſary Alteration in our Age and Country; hear Mr. 
Smith's Anſwer to it. © But, ſays he, (introducing the 
Papiſts ſpeaking) © the Apoſtles might know ſeveral 
c things, which, tho' they were not neceſlary—— in their 
« Days, would become neceſſary in After-times; and 
« therefore took care to hand them down to the Church 


cc great Prudence and infallible Judgment, thought fit. 
ce But let us conſider; things neceſſary .. . at one time, 
c and not at another? neceſſary in our Days, and not fo 
cc in the Days of the Apoſtles? neceſſary to Chriſtians of 
& later Ages, and not ſo to the primitive Chriſtians? ſure 
« this cannot be true. I always thought that to be the 
« Chriſtian Faith, which was once (and. at once) deliver- 
cc ed to the Saints, by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. But to 
< let that paſs: if this was the caſe, methinks, the Apoſtles 
cc ſhould have taken care to leave it upon Record, or at 
« Jeaſt to have given us ſome hint in Scripture, that more 
« would be neceflary . . . . in After-times than was then: 
<< and yet I cannot find any thing like this | bat a great 
deal to the contrary] in all the New Teſtament.“ 


If any are ſo weak as to think that Dipping may be 
dangerous to the Adult, notwithſtanding it is commanded 
of God, they are of à very different Opinion from that 
eminent Phyſician Dr. Cheyne, who in his Eflay of Health 
and Long Life, recommends Immerſion as heathful, and 
grievoully laments the Change of it into Sprinkling in Bap- 
tiſm ; where he ſays, Page 100, 101. 57. Under this 
& head of Exerciſe, I cannot forbear recommending Cold- 


„„ © # te bathing. 
* Dr. Hughes on Saints and Images, p. 35. #714 
+ Page 7. [Page 37. 


+ Mr. Smith on Authority and Inſallibility, p. 30. 
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& bathing. And I cannot ſufficiently admire how it ſhould 
« ever have come into ſuch Diſuſe, eſpecially among 
© Chriſtians, when commanded by the greateſt Law- 
* giver that ever was, under the Direction of God's Holy 
Spirit, to his choſen People, and perpetuated to us in 
te the Immerſion at Baptiſm, by the ſame Spirit; who, 
with infinite Wiſdom in this, as in every thing elſe that 
<< regards the temporal and eternal Felicity of his Crea- 
© tures, combines their Duty with their eternal Happi- 
<« neſs.” But if any ſhould {till doubt of the Safety of Immer- 
ſion, let them read that other learned Phyſician, Sir John 
Floyer, in his Eſſay to reſtore the Dipping of Infants in 
their Baptiſm, where that Subject is very largely treated. 


If any urge further, that tho” the Baptiſm of Infants is 
not commanded in Scriprure, yet it is not forbidden ; 
I return the excellent Anſwer of Dr. Hyghes thereunto : 
ce That the very Silence of Scripture is enough to con- 
c demn it: And that whatever ꝗ is appointed by others, 
© it it have no Foundation in the Word of God, we are 
<< fo far from being obliged to the Practice of it, that in 
% honour to God we ought to proteſt againſt ir, as a bold 
« Uſurpation of the divine Authority; and ſhould || al- 
« ways bear our Teſtimony againſt any Additions made 
© to it; or any thing in the Worſhip of God appointed 
«© only by fallible Men.” To the ſame Purpoſe alſo is 
that Paſſage of Dr. Wright's Þ : © A Church built upon un- 
& ſcriptural Traditions; yea, upon anti-ſcriptaral Traditions; 
is a Building of Men, raiſed by the Help, and at the Inſti- 
« gation of the God of this World; a Kingdom ſet up to 
* overthrow the great Deſign of the Goſpel, and in direct 
% Oppoſition to our Saviour's Declaration; that His King- 
« dom is nor of this World. ** For if it be our Duty to 
< ſtand faſt in the things delivered by the Apoſtles, and to 
& hold to their Epiſtles ; then it is our Duty to reject things 
r that are evidently contrary to their Epiſtles, and to Doc» 
<< rrines and Precepts ſet down in their Writings.” 


What therefore ſhall we ſay to a Doctrine and Practice 
of which the Scripture is not only ſilent, but which it ex- 
preſſly contradicts, which is the preſent Caſe; for the 

| | | | : £21 . Scripture 


Dr. Hughes on Saints and Images, p. 37. 

＋ Ib. Page 35s. ee 
Dr. Wright oz Scripture and Tradition, p. 35. 
** Ib. Page 38. N * Sits; 
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Scripture is not only ſilent concerning Infant-Baptiſm, but 
expreſſily commands us to baprize the Adult. Why, of 
ſuch a Doctrine and Practice, we ought to ſay as Dr. Earle 
doth of Purgatory : *< Let us ſee what Ground we have 
« not only to reject the Romiſh Doctrine. as having 
© no Foundation in Scripture (which is enough to ſpoil 
<« the Credit of any Opinion that would ſet up for an Ar- 
cc ticle of Faith) but to reject it with Abhorrence as being 
<<, contrary to Scripture.” | m 


Theſe Miniſters therefore, if they are conſiſtent with 
themſelves, muſt diſallow this Plea for Infant-Baptiſm : tis 
unreaſonable to ask us where it is forbidden; it lies upon 
them who practiſe it to ſhew where it is commanded. 
Whenſoever God was pleaſed to give any poſitive Inſtitu- 
tions to Mankind, he expected they ſhould be punCtuall 
obſerved; and has ſhewn the higheſt Diſpleaſure again 
them, who have preſumed to make the Jeaſt Variations. 
When Moſes was directed to make him a Tabernacle, he 
ſtrictly charged him to make it according to the Pattern 
ſbewed him in the Mount, Exod. xxv. 9, 40. Heb. viii. 5. 
The Fews were obliged to keep cloſe to the divine Com- 
mand in thoſe poſitive Laws which were given them by 
Moſes : and they who made any Alteration were as much 
blamed, and as ſeverely puniſhed, as if what they did was 
expreſſly forbidden. We have a dreadful Inſtance in the 
Caſe of Naaab and Abihu, whom God had choſen to be 

his Prieſts : His Law was, The Fire ſhall ever be burning 
upon the Altar, it ſhall never go out, Lev. vi. x3. in which 
they are commanded to keep the Fire which came from 
Heaven always burning, but are not expreſſly forbidden 
to offer ſtrange Fire. But nevertheleſs they were deſtroyed 
for offering ſtrange Fire, as ſeverely. as if it had been di- 
rectly prohibited, Lev. x. 1, 2. And Nadab and Abibu, 
the Sons of Aaron, took either of them his Cenſer ; and put 
Fire therein, and put Incenſe thereon, and offered ſtrange 
Fire before the Lord, which he commanded them not : and 
there went out Fire from the Lord, and devoured them, and 
they died before the Lord. It was no Excuſe for them 
that ſtrange Fire was not forbidden; fince they knew what 
was commanded, they ought to have ſtrictly adhered to 
the divine Appointment. Sa 


| pts 1 Again, 
Pr. Earle on Purgatory, p. 48, 49. | 
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1 Again, God having directed the Fews to make his Altars 

of Earth, Exod. xx. 24. was greatly offended with them 

5 when they erected Altars of Brick. Iſaiah Ixv. 2, 3. I have 
ſpread out my Hands all the Day unto a rebellious. People, 
which walketh in'a way that js not good, after their own 

| Thoughts : a People that provoketh me to Anger con tinnally 
to my Face, that ſacrificeth in Gardens, and burneth In- 
cenſe upon Altars of Brick. And yet Altars of Brick are 
no where forbidden in expreſs terms, any more than Infant- 
Baptiſm. | OP | 


Our Lord ſeverely rebuked the Scribes and Phariſees for 
corrupting and making void the Commandments of God by 
heir own Traditions ; and ſhews us the Danger of alteri 
the Laws of God, Marth. v. 19. Whoſoever therefore hall 
break one of theſe leaſt Commandments, and ſhall teach men 
fo, he ſhall be called the leaſt in the Kingdom of Heaven: but 
whoſoever. ſhall do and teach them, the ſame ſhall be called 


 grbat in the Kingdom of Heaven *. 
| | E 4 . ö 0 And 


»VLet the Reader conſider the ſixth Letter of the learned Dr. 
Fohn Gale, in his Reflections on Mr. Wall, Sc. Part of which 


% ment: and therefore the Scripture's Silence cannot be ee 
o many 


« from all Sins committed in their Life-time, ſince the Scrip- 
>. * ture does not expreſsly forbid him to baptize ſuch, nor any 
= « where declare Perſons ſo baptized ſhall not be perfectly cleans'd 
1 | and forgiven. 7 | 

« Again, where does the Scripture tell us in terms, the Roman 
„ is not the only true Catholick Church? That oral Tradi- 
tion may not entirely be depended on? That the Doctrine 
« of Sacramental Juſtification is a miſchievous Error? as the 
learned Biſhop of Salisbury nevertheleſs juſtly calls it; and 


our Author's way, That © Since this is no where mention'd in all 
| cc 6 the 


4 Author baptize Perſons after they are dead, to waſh them 


& argues, as I have hitherto done, in direct Contradiction to 


ef 
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And is there no Danger in altering the Inſtitutions of 
Chriſt himſelf? Are nor all Men as much obliged to — 
cloſe to his Appointment, as the a; were to be ex 
in obſerving the Rituals of the Law? Tis certain the 
Zews were commanded to hear him when he came, up- 
on the ſevereſt Penalty. Deut. xviii. 15. The Lord thy 
God vill raiſe up unto thee a Prophet from the midſt of thee, 
of thy Brethren, lite unto me; unto him ye ſhall hearken, 
according to all that thou defiredſt of the Lord thy God in 
 Horeb, in the Day of the Aſſembly, ſaying, Let me not hear 
again the Voice of the Lord my God; neither let me ſee this 
great Fire any more, that I die not. And the Lord ſaid 
unto me, They have well ſpoken that which they have ſpo- 
ken. I will raiſe them up a Prophet from among their Bre- 
thren, like unto thee, and will put my Words in his Mouth, 
' and he ſhall ſpeak unto them all that I ſhall command him. 
Ana it ſhall come to paſs, that whoſoever will not hear- 
Len unto my Words, which he ſhall ſpeak in my Name, 
1 will require it of him. As our Law-giver is more ex- 
cellent than Moſes, being the only-begotren Son of God, ſo 
it is reckoned a greater and more dangerous Crime to re- 
ject his Authority, than to diſobey Moſes, Heb. ii. 2, 3. 
For if the Word ſpoken 2 Angels was ſtedfaſt, and every 
Tr anſgreſſion and Diſobedience received a juſt Recompence 
of Reward; how ſhall we eſcape, if we neglett ſo great 
Salvation, which at the firſt began to be ſpoken by the 
Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard him 3 


"Tis true, theſe Texts ſpeak of them who would not re- 
ceive him; but it may, I think, be juſtly inferr'd from 
hence, that as it is a greater Crime to reject him, than | 
it was to reject Moſes, ſo we are more highly obliged to 
adhere cloſely ro his Laws; and it muſt be proportion- 
ably a greater Fault to alter his Inſtitutions, than to alter 
thoſe of Moſes. We are commanded by a Voice from 
= a | „ „ Heaven 


ef 


te © the large Diſcourſes that are in the New Teſtament concen- 
ning Juſtification, we have juſt Reaſon to reje& it.“ Pilgri- | 
<< mages, and all kinds of Penance, &c. ſtand upon the ſame 
* bottom. But to give an Inftance ſomething nearer to the 
«© Matter in hand, we are no where forbid to baptize our 
« Cattle, Bells, Tables, &c. but yet our Author, I hope, 
% would never infer that they may, much leſs that they ought 
«© to be baptized: for to adminiſter the Sacraments to viftbly 
„ unfit Subjects, is no better than an impious Profanation of 
1* them.“ | 


650) 
Heaven to hear him, Matth. xvii. 5. but how can we 
hear him as we ought to do, if we do not ſtrictly obſerve 
his Inſtitutions, but inſtead thereof, practiſe what we i- 
magine may do as well, becauſe it is not forbidden? If it 
be'no good Plea for rhe Papiſts, in with-holding the Cup 
from the People, that it is not forbidden ; becauſe our 


bleſſed Lord inſtituted it in both kinds: how can it be 


a juſt Excuſe for them or others to ſprinkle Infants, be- 
Cauſe this is not prohibited in ſo many Words, when tis 
manifeſt, nevertheleſs, that we are only commanded to 
baptize them who believe? When Chriſt enjoins us to bap- 
tize Adult Perſons by Immerſion, he does in effect for- 
bid us to baptize Infants by any Mode whatſoever. And 
if, notwithſtanding this, Men will preſume to alter his In- 
ſtitution, what will they be able to ſay, when this ſolemn 
Queſtion ſhall be asked them, Who hath required this at 
your hands? T/aiah i. 12. Since then we ought to follow 
the Scripture-Rule in Baptiſm, as well as in other things, 
it is to be wiſhed that thoſe Gentlemen, who ſo freely and 
juſtly condemn the Church of Rome, for making void the 
Word of God by her Traditions, would not themſelves 
follow her Tradition in baprizing Infants. And that they do 
follow her, as to the Mode, is expreſſly acknowledged, and 
fully proved, by Dr. Wall, in his Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, | 
Page 477. where he ſays, (What has been ſaid of the Cuſ- 
& tom of Pouring or Sprinkling of Water in the ordinary 
< uſe of Baptiſm, is to be underſtood only in reference to 
c theſe Weſtern Parts of Europe; for it is uſed ordinarily no 
< where elſe : the Greek Church, in all the Branches of ir, 
& does ſtill uſe Immerſion ; and they hardly count a Child, 
& except in caſe of Sickneſs, well baprized without it. And 
c ſo do all other Chriſtians in the World, except the La- 
« ting. That which I hinted before, is a Rule that does 
& not fail in any particular, that I know of, viz, All the 
& Nations of Chriſtians that do now, or formerly did, 
“ ſubmit to the Authority of the Biſhop of Rome, do or- 
<« dinarily baptize their Infants by Pouring, or Sprinkling. 
& And tho' the Exgliſh received not this Cuſtom *rill af- 
© ter the Decay of Popery, yet they have ſince received 
c it from ſuch neighbour Nations as had begun it in the 
& Times of the Pope's Power. But all other Chriſtians: 
& in the World, who never owned the Pope's uſurped 
Power, do, and ever did, dip their Infants, in the ordi- 
ns De.” --.- | | 
That 


5 i N 
That the Rom an Church ſhould thus alter the Inſtitu- 
tion of Chriſt, is not at all to be wondered at; for, as 
Dr. Wright ſays, When they would thus ſer aſide the 
« written Word of God itſelf, with the Head of the Cor- 
« ner, who can wonder at their ſetting aſide other things, 
ce that are expreſſly. delivered to us in theſe Scriptures ? 
c They make one of the Commandments of none effect, 
cc by their [mage-Worſhip. They make the expreſs Words 
« of Chriſt in the Sacrament, Drink ye all of it, of none 
c effect, by refuſing the Cup. They make Faith in God, 
« or divine Faith, of none effect, by ſetting up a human 
ce implicit Faith in the ſtead of it: And they make the 
c Doctrine of Repentance of none effect, by their Con- 
cc feſſions and Penances, and Abſolutions, inſtead of real 
« Amendment.” To all which Inſtances, he might have 
added, they make Baptiſm of none effect, by giving it to 
' thoſe to whom it can be of no ſervice, and by ſubſtituting 

Rantiſm or Sprinkling in its room and ſtead. But (as 
Mr. Chandler ſays F) * As wo thoſe who have been 
c bred up in the Proteſtant Religion, and have the 
Wh of conſulting the Oracles of Truth, for ſuch 
c to embrace the Errors and Corruptions of the Anti- 
c chriſtian Church of Rome, what Excuſe can be made for 
« their Madneſs? With what Plea can they vindicate ſo 
ec ſhameful a Step: . . . . Can the Traditions of Men be 
< a ſurer Guide, than the Oracles of the God of Truth 2”? . 
T think this is admirably well ſaid, and very applicable 
to Proteſtants when they embrace the Romiſh Error of 
Infant-Sprinkling, and reject the divine Inſtitution of A- 


dult Baptiſm. 


And it is really to be admired, that Proteſtants can 
hope to prevail with Papiſts, to lay aſide their unſcriptu- 
ral od ogy 2 —— 1 8 Infant- 
Baptiſm, for which no Scripture can , 
cannot but know that Monl. Bo ſſuet, 3 Popi 
Writers, plead this Practice of Proteſtant Churches, in 
defence of the other Traditions of the Church of Rome; 
as the learned Dr. Gale has well obſerved, in his Reflec- 
tions on Mr. Walls Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, page 230, 
231, 232. © But all I will at preſent infer from it ſhall 
« be only the Inconſiſtency of our Antagoniſts Principles, 
Dr. Wright on Scripture and Tradition, p. 41. | 
+ Mr. — . p · 29 · 


, 


£ 


cc in rejecting Tradition, and appealing to the Bible as the 
ct ſole Authority, when they diſpute againſt the Papiſts; 
cc and in building, at the ſame time, the Baptiſm of In- 
« fants only on the pretended Tradition of the Church. 
« That is, they will diſcard Tradition, when it is againſt 
ce them, but if it will ſerve to ſupport any particular Doc- 
cc trine or Uſage they are fond of, then it muſt be ad- 
cc mit:ed.” [And a Jittle after,] *The want of adhe- 
cc ring to the main Ground of the Reformation, has un- 
ce happily afforded the Romi/h: Party an Opportunity to 
« give it ſome terrible Shocks. . : 


me 


4 They have often, and with great advantage, argued 
cc from — Baptifen » which, they ſtrongly aſſert, is 
& only grouſded on the Tradition of the Church; and 
« therefore will always remain an unanſwerable Argument 
ce for Tradition, againſt all ſuch as admit ot that Practice. 
« To this the reformed Divines have never yet made any 
ce ſolid Anſwer; and thoſe Paſſages which Mr. Stennet, in 
< anſwer to Ruſſen, has tranſlated from the ingenious 
« Monfieur Boſſuez, will be aſtanding, unanſwerable Ob- 
< jection to the Pæ ſobaptiſt 'Ptoreſtants, and cannot be 
c ſolv d, but by flinging up Infant-Baptiſm, or elſe b7 
« ſhewing it to he founded on Scripture, which, never- 
cc theleſs, tis confeſſed can't be done, And the anony- 
c mous Anſwer to the Biſhop of Meaux ingenuouſſy ac- 

& knouledges, that the Paſſages produced do, at moſt, 
ec only prove that it is permitted, or rather, that it is not 
ee forbidden to baptize Infant. 


« And who now would imagine, that Proteſtants ſhould 
cc ſo generally, and that too after ry have been often 
<-- reminded” of it by the moſt learned Prelates, and others 
cc of the Romiſh Communion, their Adverſaries, ſtill con- 
cc tinue to practiſe what is ſo well demonſtrated to be er- 
ee roneous, I may ſay, unlawful; eſpeclally, ſince it gives 
ce che Romaniſis ſuch a handle to purſue this Example on 
ec their ſide; in eſtabliſhing what S they pleaſe, 
cc and abrogating any of our Saviour's Laws? For their 
cc. Inference is undoubtedly very juſt, that if Tradition, and 
cc the Church's Authority, be a ſufficient Ground for al- 
et tering one Sacrament, it muſt likewiſe be ſufficient to 
cc juſtify any Changes made in the other, tho' it be the de- 
& nying the Cup to the Laity: and twill be a ſufficient 

ce Warrant alſo to introduce as many other Sacraments 
” 7 BOM « 25 


ce 25 they think fit to invent: And thus Confirmation, Pe- 
cc nance, Extreme Unction, Ordination, and Matrimony 
are proved to be as properly and truly Sacraments, as 
c the two which Chriſt inſtituted, viz. Baptiſm, and the 
« 'Euchariſt.” 5 | 


And, as Dr. Wright well obſerves *, “ Upon this Prin- 
* ciple, every new Council begins a new 9er of 1 radi- 
tions; and by thus contradicting and leaving the Scrip- 
cc ture, Men of Learning are led into endleſs Miazes, 
« and the moſt diſhoneit Arts; and the poor Lairy in 
« common Life, are ſubje& to perpetual Tyranny, and 
= 2 new Yokes of Bondage put upon them in every 
* ; 


Having thus ſhewn that we have the Scriprures on our 
ſide, both for the Subject and Mode of Baptiſm; I ſhall 
proceed briefly to ſhew, that we have the clear Teſtimo- 
nies of the moſt ancient Chriſtians after the Apoſties times, 
on our fide alſo. | Ws” 


This Argument, indeed, we might well ſpare. and would 
do it willingly enough, if all our Opponents would but 
acknowledge, as ſome of the Lecturers do, that if they 
had here the Advantage over us, they could not lay any 
ſtreſs on it, for the Proof of their Point. To which pur- 
poſe ſpeaketh Dr. Hughes, in anſwer. to what Bellarmine 
and Axorius ſay of the Greek and Latin Fathers : © That 
“e ſuppoſing what they aſſert be true, yet this will not 
« prove the Lawfulneſs or Fitneſs of the Practice. It 
4 proveth no more than that thoſe Fathers were of that 
c Opinion; but this does not infer an Obligation upon 
e us to be of the ſame Mind. Our Religion is to be 
cc learnt from the facred Scriptures, and from no other 
« Authority. If the Word of God appoints any religious 
« Worſhip, I am bound, upon my Allegiance to my Lord 
« and Maſter, to conform to it: if the Word of God is 
« filent, as to any Act of Religion, all the Fathers, Coun- 
« cils, and Popes that ever were, have no Authority to 
cc bind my Conſcience. *Tis a bold Invaſion of the Rights 
<« of Jeſus Chriſt, the only Law-giver co his Church; and 
cc in Duty to him, I am bound to bear my Teſtimony 
& apainſt ſuch unwarrantable Uſurpation. He has left no 
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Deputy, or Vicar, upon Earth, neither has he qualified | 


any for ſo important a Truſt.” If, therefore, we had 
neither Fathers nor Councils on our. fide, we ſhould, ac- 
cording to Dr. Hughes, carry our Point; becauſe we have 
the Scriptures ſpeaking for us: Which Thought is in few 
Words well expreſſed by Mr. Neal *; If the Fathers 
ce yere not ſilent [oz the ſide contrary to ws, yer | neither 
cc their Authority, nor the dark and obſcure Tradition of 
< later Ages, ought to avail againſt Scripture and Rea- 
ſon.” Yea, in another Place, it what he ſaid were true, he 
would have given Antiquity a mortal Wound, and ſhewn 
it entirely uſeleſs in proving any Point: when he faith, 
« + Many Legends and fabulous Reports were raiſed . . . . 
< but (ſays the learned Foſeph Soaliger) from the end of 
< the Acts of the Apoſtles, to the time of Pliny the young- 
cc er (who lived under the Emperor Trajan) there is 
c nothing certain in the Hiſtory of the Church.” 


Were our Adverſaries always to talk thus, we could be 
content with our former Advantage; but this laſt Cenſure 
of Antiquity we think a little roo moroſe and ſevere, ſince 
there are now extant the Epiſtles of Clemens, Barnabas, 
Hermas, and Ignatius, containing ſome things very uſeful. 
Nor do Pædobaptiſts talk fo ſlightly. of Antiquity in their 
Controverſies with us : and therefore I ſhall chuſe to ex- 
preſs the Opinion of the Antipædobaptiſts concerning An- 
Tiquity, and the Reaſons of our making uſe of this Ar 
ment, in the Words of Dr. Harris, with a few neceſſary 
Variations; becauſe his Judgment of Antiquiry we look 
on as moſt reaſonable and equitable, and it fully expreſſeth 
our Senſe. © There is ſcarce any thing in which the Pæ- 
ce dobeptiſts put in a ſtronger Claim, or make a louder 
ce Boaſt (in their Diſputes with Antipedobaptiſts) than the 
F< Senſe of Antiquity, and the Judgment of the ancient 
< Fathers, tho in the Points (in debate) and in which they 
« differ from us, ſcarce any thing is leſs fair, or more 
« unjuſt. Now, tho' we acknowledge nothing as an au- 
c thoritative Rule of Faith, but the Holy Scriptures, the 
cc great Charter of the Chriſtian Church, yet it muſt be 
ce allowed, that the firſt Ages, and firſt Writers, eſpecially 
<« for the firſt three hundred Years, had ſame Opportu- 
cc nities and Advantages of knowing the Senſe of Scripture, 
& beyond what we have at this diſtance of time, 3 

„„ 
remacy, p. 23. ＋ Page 22. 
ranſuhitantiation. p. 31. 
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cc with relation to Matters of Facts, and the Practice of 
_ « the Church; and we refuſe not their Arbitration in the 
“ preſent Caſe.” | Li 


The firſt Author 1 ſhall cite is Juſtin Martyr, who is 
not only ſilent about Infant-Bapriſm, as are all the Fathers 
before him, but ſays what is inconſiſtent with it; for the 
| Reaſon he aſſigns, as what he had received from the 

Apoſtles themſelves, why Baptiſm was inſtituted, is alto- 
gether incompatible and diſagreeable thereunto. * *The 
« Reaſon of this Inſtitution of Baptiſm (faith he) we have 
from the Apoſtles. For having nothing to do in our 
<« firſt Birth, but being begotten by neceſſity, or without 
“ our own conſent, and trained up in vicious Cuſtoms 
c“ and Company; to the end therefore we might continue 
4 no longer the Children of Neceſſity and Ignorance, but 
« of Freedom and Knowledge, and obtain Remiſſion of 
« Sins by virtue of this Water, the Penitent, who now 
e makes his ſecond Birth the Act of his own choice, 
< has called over him the Name of God the Father, &c.” 
From whence it appears according to Juſtin, that Infant- 
Baptiſm deſtroys the veryEnd and Deſign of Baptiſm, and the 
Reaſon handed down by the Apoſtles for its Inſtitution: 
ſo that all the Writers of the firſt Century are wholly ſilent 

with * to Infant-Baptiſm ; and Juſtin in the ſecond is 
not only ſilent about it, but in effect contradicts it. 


Tertullian, the firſt Author who ſpeaketh at all expreſsly 
of Infant-Baptiſm, ſpeaketh againſt ir. He faith, f That 
« according to every one's Condition, Diſpoſition and 
« Age too, 'tis moſt uſeful to delay Baptiſm, eſpecially as 
to little Children: indeed our Lord ſays, forbid them 
ce hot to come to me, therefore let them come when 
« they grow up; let them come, when they learn what 
c they are taught, whither they come; let them become 
« Chriſtians when they are able to know Chriſt, for why 
does that innocent Age haſten to the Remiſſion of 
« Sins? Men act more cautiouſly in temporal Affairs: For 
<« this is to commit divine Treaſure to ſuch as are not 
« entruſted with an earthly Eſtate. Let them firſt know 
« how to deſire Salvation, that you may appear to have 
given to him that asks. 12 | 

| “ More- 


® Fuft. Mart. 4yol. tranflated by Reever. $. 80. 
7 22 de Baptiſm in Srenne's Anwer ind, p. 69- 
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ce Moreover, according to Mr. Whiſfton *, there is 
cc a moſt remarkable paſſage in the famous Letter of 
ce Euſebius to his Dioceſs from the Council of Nice, 
cc which almoſt determines the Diſpute about Infant- 


c Baptiſm, but which hardly ſeems to have been 
cc hitherto made uſe of in that Controverſy; I ſhall 


cc take the liberty to ſer it down here, and to recom- 


< mend it to the ſerious Conſideration of the Chriſtian 


« Church. The words are theſe; That Paper which we 
« drew up, and which was read in the Preſence of the 
ce Emperor, moſt beloved of God, and which was owned 
cc to be right! and was approved of, was in theſe words: 
« As we have received from the Biſhops which were be- 
cc fore us, and in our firft Catechiſing, and when we were 


cc baptized, and as we have learned from the Holy Scrip- 


cc tures; and as we have believed when we were made 
C Presbyters, and when we were made Biſhops, and have 
ec taught the ſame; ſo do we now believe, and ſo exhibit 
c our Faith. Which words ſeem moſt naturally to imply 
« thus much, viz. that Euſebius by propoſing this Formu- 
cc lary to be ſubſcribed by the Council of Nice, took it 
<& for granted that the Catechifing of the Biſhops there 
« preſent was the firſt Branch of their Chriſtianity ; that 
« Baptiſm directly ſucceeded the fame; and that them- 
<< ſelves underſtood and profeſſed their own proper Faith 
c when they were ſo baprized ; which, if true, tis cer- 
cc tain, Infant-Baptiſm in the modern Senſe, with its Sure- 
ec ties, Was not in the Greek Church till after the Coun- 
cc eil of Nice.” . . 


The fixth Canon of the Council of Neocæ ſarea alſo, 
which was made to ſatisfy this Doubt, Whether it was 
lawful to baptize a Woman with Child ? (which ſcruple 
aroſe from a Fear leſt the Child being laid under Water 
together with the Mother, ſhould be thought to be bap- 
tized with her) thus determines; © That the ought to be 
<« illuminated, 2. e. baptized when ſhe deſires it; for in 
cc this there is no Communion between the Woman with 
c Child, and the Child ſhe goes with; becaule the pro- 
“ per Choice of each Perſon ſhould be diſcovered, and 
cc that by a Profeſſion.” Stennet againſt Ruſſen, p. 103. 


* Whifton's Poſtſcript to his Argument in behalf of the 


Diſſenters Miniſtrations. 
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So that let Pædobaptiſts ſay what they pleaſe, the moſt 
antient Fathers and Councils are againſt Infant Baptiſm, 
#, cc The Writers of the firſt Age are. . ſilent upon 
ec this Head; the Writers of the next Age condemn it; 
and until Cyprian, i. e. till the middle of the third Cen- 
tury after Chriſt, full a hundred Years after Juſtin Mar- 

tyr, and fifty after Tertullian, (who are on our fide) none 
of the Antients approve of it. So that I may well ſay of 
Believers Baptiſm in oppoſition to Infant Baptiſm, pretty 
much what Mr. Bayes ſaith in another caſe: If it was 
cc the Practice of our bleſſed Saviour and his Apoſtles, and 
' © of Chriſtians for above two hundred Years after their 
cc Days, I ſee not what Right the Church of Rome (or any 
cc other Church whatſoever) had to alter it, or with what 
cc Face they can give Infants. this Privilege, when they 
c have neither Scripture nor Antiquity to ſupport them in 
« it.“ And this further I muſt pez leave to add, in the 
Words of Mr. Neal; that © || If we lay theſe things roge- 
cc ther, and conſider the Silence of the ſacred Records and ge- 
cc nuine Remains of Antiquity, . . . . . it will amount to a De- 
< monſtration that ( 1 as well as) the Hierar- 
'f << chy of the Church of Rome is built upon the Sand.” And 
therefore I may very fitly apply what Dr. Groſvenor ſays of Po- 
pery in general; . A Scripture knows iz not, Antiquity is ig- 
cc norant of it; it's fooliſh in Pædobaptiſts to think o doing 
4 much for it by Argument: Writing is only an Amuſe- 
cc ment: for I am intirely of his Mind, where he ſays, 


« * That Popery as ſuch is not Chriſtianity, No, Anti- 
ce chriſt is not Chriſt; Idolatry and Superſtition is not 
cc Goſpel-Worſhip; the Maſs is not the Lord's Supper.” 
Let me alſo add, that Infant-Sprinkling is not Chriſtian 
Bafin. 1 8 | 


And indeed one of the Lecturers, Dr. Earle, ſeemeth to 
be of our mind, with regard to the Antiquity of Adult 
Baptiſm; otherwiſe I know not what to make of one Paſ- 
ſage in his Sermon, the Words whereof are theſe: « ++ The 
e Perſons thus ſaid to be cleanſed or forgiven their Sins, 

Ad as . l 
* Neal on the Supremacy, p. 22. 
+ Mr. ge on Worſhip in the Valgar Tangue, p. 4. 
Neal on the Supremacy, p. 0. 
+ Dr. Grofvenor on Perſecution, 5 1736 > 
5 Ipid. p. 32. f Dr. Earle on Purgatory, p. 6. 
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& are, no doubt, Believers, all that are truly ſo, who with 
& the Heart believe, according to that of St. Paul, Romans 
& x. 10. With the Heart, Man believeth unto Righteouſneſs. 
&« Remiſſon of Sins is thro' Faith in Chriſt's Blood, Rom. 
* ii. 25. And the Righteouſneſs of God is by Faith in 
& Jeſus Chriſt unto all: and whoſoever believeth in him, 
<« ſhall receive the Remiſſion of Sins, Acts x. 43. So Ch. 
& iti. 38, 39. Be it known to you therefore, Men and 
et Brethren, that through this Man is preached unto you 
« Forgiveneſs of Sins, and by him all that believe are juſ- 


ce tified from all things, &c. z. e. All true Believers, whoſe 


«© Character is, that they walk in the Light, and not in Dark- 
nels, and prove their Faith by their Works ; for we deny 
cc a dead Faith to be juſtifying, whatever our Enemies may 
ec pretend. This Doctrine of the * Eine of Sins for 
& the ſake of Chriſt, upon Faith profeſſed in Baptiſm, was 
ec always an Article of the Chriſtian Creed.” And again, 
ec * The Perſons this cleanſed, I fay, are true Believers, 
& ſuch as believe with the Heart, and make a free Profe(- 


& ſion of their Faith, and live anſwerably to it.” 


If theſe Words have any Meaning in them, they ſeem 
very plainly to ſhew that in the Doctor's Opinion, Baptiſm 


Was given by the Primitive Chriſtians to them only, who 


made a Profeſſion of Faith, and that it was always one 
Article of the Chriſtian Creed that Remiſſion of Sins was 


annexed to this Baptiſm. From whence. it follows, that 


there was once a time, when the Chriſtian Church did 
not believe that Baptiſm might be perform'd without a 
Profeſſion of Faith ; and conſequently thought that Infants 
might not be baptized. Whether this or ſomething like it 
muſt not be the Doctor's Meaning, I leave to the Reader's 
Conſideration. | | | 


There is one Paſſage more in the Doctor's Diſcourſe 
from whence one may gather, that there was ip former 
times a great Body of People, who were wont to defer 
Baptiſm for a long time. © + The Nowatians (faith the 
c Doctor) declared that there was no Mercy for them, 
&« who ſhould fall after Baptiſm ; at leaſt that the Church 
e could 8 them, and receive them into Com- 
« munion again, but muſt for ever exclude them her So- 
« ciety, and leave them to the Judgment of God.” None 


of which is, 1 conceive agreeable to Infant-Baptiſm. For, 
| | 3 


* Dr. Earle in Purgatory, p. 17. + Ibid. 
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t. The Diſtinction of Sins into thoſe before Baptiſm, 
Which were capable of Mercy from God; and Sins af- 
. ter Baptiſm, ro which God would not extend Mercy, or 
which at leaſt the Church could not forgive; ſuppoſeth 
that theſe People ordinarily lived for ſome time without 
Baptiſm, after they came to the uſe of Reaſon; ſo long, as; 
that they might perpetrate ſeveral; even groſs, Sins before it. 
Moreover, | 


2. A People who had ſuch dreadful Notions of the 
Danger of ſinning after Baptiſm, were not likely to make 
haſte to baptize any in their Childhood, but rather to 
_ defer Baptiſm too long. This People ſeparated themſelves 
from the Church in the time of Cyprian and Cornelius, 
when Infant-Baptiſm firſt began to come in; which is a 
grand Confirmation of what we have before ſaid, that 
till the time of Cyprian, Infant-Baptiſm was never approved 
of: for had it univerſally prevailed before the Nowatian Se- 
paration, thoſe People would, in all likelihood, have had it 
amongſt them, which we don't find they had; on the 
contrary, I have ſeveral Reaſons to believe they had it not, 
but theſe here mention'd are ſufficient. | 


I ſhall now proceed from the Subject to the Mode; 
and here my Lord King informs us, in his Enquiry, &c. * 
That their uſual Cuſtom was to immerſe or dip the whole 
© Body. When St. Barnabas deſcribes a baptized Perſon, tis 
© by his going down into the Water. We go down; 
« faith he, into the Water full of Sin and Filth, but we 
& aſcend with Fruit and Benefit in our Hearts.” And ſo 
© Tertullian repreſents baptized Perſons, © as entred into 
cc the Water, and as let down into the Water.” And 
c Fuſtin Martyr deſcribes the ſame, “ by being waſhed in 
c Water; © and calls the Place where they are baptized; 
c AY , a Waſhing-Place, or a Bath: © whence Firmi- 
© lian inveighing againſt the Baptiſm of Hereticks, con- 
c demns it as carnal, and as being upon that account, © No 
cc whit different from the Baptiſm or Waſhing of the Fews, 
ce which they uſed as a common and ordinary Bath to waſh 
< away the Filth of their Bodies.” And elſewhere +, Im- 
© merfion was (always) uſed in their ordinary publick Bap- 
© tiſm; & when, as Tertullian writes, they dipped the bap- 
e tized Perſon three times . Water; © that is, dipping 

| | im 


r Pan U. p. 75. + Ihid. p. 78. 
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© him once at the naming of each Perſon of the holy Tri- 
© nity. We are, ſays the aforeſaid Father, dipped at the 
cc naming of each Perſon.” Thus his Lordſhip, who altho' 
he pleadeth likewiſe for Sprinkling, yet could he find no 
more than two Paſſages * to produce for it in all Antiquity, 
and theſe too not to the purpoſe : for they prove this only, 
that in Caſes of Neceſſity Chriſtians in Cypriar's time ad- 
mitted and allowed, but never that they commended and 
preferred Pouring. But what is this to the purpoſe? It 
| me indeed that Chriſtians in ſome Caſes admitted of 

erfuſion, but never that they in the leaſt allowed of Aſ- 
perſion only, which is a Step even beyond this. 


Moreover the Paſlage of Cyprian ſheweth, that this Prac- 
| tice, even under thoſe neceſſitous Circumſtances, was not ſo 
univerſally approved of, but that Mag nus a Biſhop doubted 
of its Validity : to ſatisfy whom, Cyprian was forced to 
Write a large 3 cited by his Lordſhip; which, whether 
it ſatisfied Magnus or no, cannot tell, but this I know, 
that if it did, he was more eaſily ſatisfied than I ſhould have 
been. But this ſame Father, || St. Cyprian, the darling 
Author of our warmeſt Adverſaries, and the ancienteſt Pa- 
tron of Infant-Baptiſm, has a very remarkable Paſlage, 
- - - . which is worth tranſcribing ; [it being a flat Con- 
tr adiction of his Letter to Magnus. ] Some in his Time 
made ſo free with the other Sacrament, as to preſume 
© touſe Water only inſtead of Wine; for which too it ſeems 
they pleaded Antiquity. And the Father anſwers em thus: 
< Tf in that Sacrifice which Chriſt offer'd, none but Chriſt 
c is to be follow'd, then certainly we ought to obey Chriſt, 
© and do what he commanded us to do; ſince he ſays in the 
© Goſpel, If ye do what I command you, henceforth I call 
© you not Servants, but Friends. And that Chriſt only is to 
£ be obey'd, even the Father witneſſes from Heaven, ſaying, 
© This is my beloved Son in whom I am well-pleaſed ; hear 
c ye him. Wherefore, if Chriſt only is to be our Guide, 
© we are not to regard what ſome others before us have 
© raſhly preſum'd to do, but only what Chriſt, who is be- 
c fore all, firſt practis d. We are not to follow the Cuſ- 
© toms of Men, but the Truth of God; for God ſpeaking 
© by the Prophet 1/2iah ſays, In vain do they worſhip me, 
teaching for Doctrines the Commandments of Men. And 
© a litile after he concludes, tis very dangerous to change 
| any 
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© Thid. 74, 77. + mid. p. 75. 
I Dr. Gale's Refleftions on Wall, &c. p. 223. 
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< any thing by human Traditions, from what it was at firſt 
c by divine Inſtitution.” 


The other Paſſage ſhews, that People in general were 
ſo diſſatisfied with this Clinical Perfuſion, that they could 
ſcarcely be induc'd to admit any tothe Miniſtry, who had been 
baptized that way *; of which they would have made no 
difficulty, had it been of unqueſtionable divine Original. 


Let any man now judge which Mode of baptizing is to 
be preferr'd, Dipping or Sprinkling ; for Dipping there are 
many clear Teſtimonies, which thew it to have beenthe Prac- 
tice of the Chriſtian Church for many Ages: on the other fide, 
there are only two weak and inconſiderable Paſſages, allow- 
ing Perfuſion, and that only in Caſes of Neceſſity. 


This plainly ſhews that the preſent Mode of Sprinkling, 
is not of divine Inſtitution ; for, as Mr. Neal faith in anc- 
ther Caſe+, © Had our Lord, or his Apoſtles, appointed 
cc it, we might expect to meet not only with he Name 
cc jn Scripture, but with the expreſs Inſtitution in the moſt 
& plain and ſignificant Words; or at leaſt that it ſhould 
© be read in every Page of Antiquity : but if the moſt 

<< antient Fathers of the Church (before Cyprian) conſent 
« in any thing, it is in a general Silence about this Matter. 
cc | The Writers of the firſt Age (as he jays elſewhere in 
cc another Caſe) are alſo ſilent upon this Head:” and fo are 
thoſe of the ſecond and half the third too. What Conſent of 
Fathers, for two Cearuries and a half, can they bring either for 
Aſperſion or Perfuſion ? none at all. I may therefore 
fay, in the Words of Dr. Groſvenor z “ 4 Scripture knows 
ce them not; Antiquity is ignorant of them.” And in the 
Words of Mr. Neal **, C I may venture to challenge all 
cc that is between this and Rome to prove ſuch Conſent; 
c the Fathers never dream'd of zz. . . and are entirely 
cc ſilent about it.“ ++ However (as Dr. Hughes ſays) if 
cc Antiquity be of any conſequence in determining Mat- 
cc ters of Religion, the earlieſt muſt be the beſt; and this 
« is clearly againſt the Pædobaptiſts in the Affair now be- 


£ fore us.” 
"PE A And 


® Thid. p. 74- + Mr. Neal on the Supremacy, p. 9. 
. 
t Dr. Groſvenor on Perſecution, p. 35, 36. 
** Mr. Neal on the Supremacy, p. 23. 
++ Dr. Hughes, p. 30. | 44; 


And now I ſhall once more beg the uſe of Mr. Bayes's 
Words, which I will repeat again with a very little Variation, 
becauſe I very much approve them. “ If Immer ſion in 
« Baptiſm was the Practice of our bleſſed Saviour and his 
ce Apoſtles, and of Chriſtians for above two hundred and fifty 
<« Years after their Days, [ yea, and the general Practice 
cc mach longer, ] I ſee not what Right the Church of Rome 
cc (or any other Church whatſoever) had to alter it, or with 
< what face they can deny Men this Privilege, when they 
cc have — — 4 —— nor Antiquity to ſupport them in 
cc it.” To which let me alſo add the Words of Dr. Hughes; 
« + I cannot help remarking here, that one grand Cauſe of 
c Errors both in Faith and Practice, is a pretending to be 
© wiſe above what is written, and concluding what is fit 
© to be ſettled in Matters of God, from what is uſually 
ce done amongſt Men. *Tis a fooliſh Conceit, that God 
“ is ſuch an one as ourſelves, which diſpoſes Men to make 
& Alterations in the Conſtitution and Settlement of his 
© Kingdom, and boldly to invade his Royal Prerogative: 
« God will ſurely ſooner or later reprove thoſe who dare 
< treat him in ſo free a manner.” 


Thus have I endeavoured to ſhow, by a vaſt Number 
of Paſſages extracted from the Sermons preached at Salters- 
Hall againſt Popery, that thoſe Gentlemen's Reaſoning 
affects not only the Papiſts, but themſelves alſo, in their re- 
jecting the Baptiſm of Adult Perſons, and ſubſtituting in 
the room thereof, the Sprinkling of Infants. But before 
J conclude I think it not improper to tranſcribe a Paſſage 
or two more, which will not only juſtify the Proteſtant 
Pædobaptiſt Churches, in their Separation from the Romiſb 
Church, but will alſo vindicate the Baptized Churches 
Separation from the Pædobaptiſt Churches of every Deno- 
mination. | 1 £ 


For as Mr. Lowman ſays ||, © The Worſhip of God is 2 
ce firſt and principal Duty'of the Law of Nature and of all 
Religion: to worſhip God according to the Directions 
ce of the Chriſtian Revelation, is a chief Duty of Chri- 
ce ſtianity. Is it poſſible then a Doctrine fo — 

| cc an 
* Mr. Bays on Prayer in an unknown Tongue, p. 44. 


r. Hughes on Saints and Images, p. 34. 
| Mr. Lowman on Schiſm, p, 26. 
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and doubtful, fo erroneous and falſe, as * Infant-Sprink- 
ling, ſhould null and make void owe of the chief 


and moſt ſacred Ordinances of the Chriſtian Re- 
velation? + Theſe Errors and Corruptions are incor- 
porated into the moſt folemn Acts of Worthip, 
and the Members of Pædobaptiſt Churches are ob- 
liged to approve them as well as to uſe them. 


But had their Errors and Corruptions been of much 


leſs evil and dangerous conſequence than they really 
are; yet Perſons who knew them to be Errors, who 
were fully convinced in Conſcience they were Cor- 
ruptions, could not profeſs to believe them, could not 
* them without plain Hypocriſy and evident 

alſhood, which are inconſiſtent with the Faith and 
Obedience of the Goſpel of Chriſt, and are in them- 
ſelves damnable Sins. For, as one well obſerves, God, 
the eternal Truth, neither can nor will oblige us to 
believe any the leaſt or moſt innocent Falſhood to be 
a divines Truth, that is, to err; nor to profeſs a 
known Error, which is, to lye. So that if you require 
the Belief of any Error among the Conditions of your 
Communion, our Obligation to communicate with 
you ceaſeth, and ſo the Imputation of Schiſm to us 
vaniſheth into nothing; but lies heavy upon you, for 
making our Separation from you juſt and neceſſary, 


by requiring unneceſſary and unlawful Conditions of 


your Communion. Not therefore to forſake the Er- 
rors of the Pædobaptiſt Churches, believing them to 
be Errors, or not to forſake the Practice and Profeſ- 
ſion of them, ſays the ſame great Author, had been 
damnable Hypocriſy, ſuppoſing .... .. that thoſe Errors 
in themſelves were not damnable. 


cc This plain Reaſon made it neceſſary for all Perſons . 
who were ſenſible of the Errors and Corruptions of the 
Pædobaptiſts, to ſeparate from the external Commu- 
nion of their Churches; becauſe they could not poſſi- 
bly continue in them without Falſhood and Diſhoneſty, 
Lying and Hypocriſy, which to be ſure are damnable 
Sins in themſelves. 


ce it 


* His Words are, the Pope's Supremacy, S. 
+ Mr, Lowman on Schiſm, p. 20, 23, Cc. 
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e Tr is a plain and ſure Truth, (fays Archbiſhop Land) 


cc the Schiſm is theirs whoſe the cauſe of it is: and he 


© makes the Separation, that gave the firſt juſt Cauſe of 
c it; not he that makes an actual Separation, upon a 
t“ juſt Cauſe firſt given. „ 


1 The Queſtion then, Whether the Princi- 
« ples of Pædobaptiſts are ſchiſmatical, may be brought 
« to this plain Iſſue: Whether z7hoſe Churches impofing 
c the Profeſſion and Practice of great Errors and Cor- 


c ruptions on Perſons, who could not profeſs and prac- 


; © rice them, without danger of cutting themſelves off 

« from the Communion of the true Church with Chriſt 
« the Head, and without damnable Sinn. . is not 
ce the real cauſe of a very grievous Schiſm in the Church 
cc of Chriſt? T2: 


| + <© The greateſt Danger of all in Schiſm, is to be 


« cut off from the Unity of the Catholick Church, by 
& not holding the Head, in departing from the Faith and 
c Obedience of the Goſpel. Ir is very far from certain, 
« thar to ſeparate from the external Communion of the 
C Pedvaptiſt Churches, is to ſeparate from Chriſt —; it 
« ie morę C2iizin, that 20 Church of Chriſt upon Earth 


4 can have thoſe Powers. . . But this is ſtill more cer- 


ce tain, that to communicate with ſuch a Church, in her 
« Corruptions, knowing them to be ſo, is to ſeparate 


« ourſelves from Chriſt himſelf, the real Head of the 


« Church, by departing from the Faith and Obedience 
« of his Goſpel.” | 5 


And therefore it was very juſtly ſaid by Mr. Chandler, 
ec That as far as Men depart from the Doctrine of 
“ Chriſt and his Apoſtles, ſo far they ceaſe to be Mem- 
« bers of the Church of Chriſt, and are to be marked 
ce and avoided by all the Faithful. For, as Dr. Hughes 
cc words it, Tis a bold Invaſion of the Rights of Jeſus 


& Chriſt, the only Law-giver to his Church; and in Duty 
© to him I am bound to bear my Teſtimony againſt ſuch 


te unwarrantable Uſurpations. He has left no Deputy or 


& Vicar on Earth, neither has he qualified any for. ſo im- 


re portant a Truſt.” 
„ ” To 
wid. p. 17, 18. + Ibid. p. 30. 

Mr. Chandler, p. 15. 4 Dr. Hughes, p. 30. 
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To the fame purpoſe alſo ſpeaks Mr. Leaveſly, where 
he ſays, * We don't erect a Proteſtant Supremacy and 
<« Tnfallibility upon the Ruins of the Papal, nor under- 
ce take to maintain all the Doctrines of Luther and Zuin- 
c glius, or Calvin, or the Churches of France, or England, 
* or Scotland. This would be to build up again what 
ce we have deſtroyed, and to ruin that Liberty of examin- 
6 ing and proving all things, that we may hold faſt that 

which is good. For + Chriſt and his Apoftles by 
<« preaching and delivering the Goſpel-Truth, and by 
ce warning us of falſe Apoſtles and deceitful Workers, 
66 call all Men every where to adhere to the Truth as it 
« is in Jeſus. The Miniſtry that they inſtituted we are 
* bound to ſet up: the Aſſemblies of Chriſtians which 
c they commanded, we are bound to frequent: the Sa- 
« craments they inſtituted we are bound to obſerve: 
ce [He ſhould have ſaid Feſus Chriſt :] and we are ſure, 
 & that where two or three are met together in the Name 
c of Chriſt, he will be with them; they have his Autho- 
c rity, and ſhall have his Bleſſing. Now ſhould we neg- 
6 lect his Call, or corrupt his Inſtitutions, we tremble at 
cc the Anathema that would then indeed belong to us. 


& And [2 little lower] we cannot but think our Separa- 
« tion from the Pædobaptiſt Communion neceſſary, to 
cc hold out a Light of Warning and Direction to them. 
* *Tis Conſcience therefore of our Duty to God and 
4 Man, and that Fidelity that we owe to Jeſus Chriſt our 
cc only Lord, that binds this N eceſſity upon us.“ He has 
made it our Duty, where he ſays, Nhoſoe ver therefore 
ſhall confeſs me before Men, him will I confeſs alſo before 
my Father which is in Heaven, | and before the Angels of 
God, as Luke.] But whoſoever ſhall deny me before Men, 
him will J alſo deny before my Father which is in Heaven, 
[and before the Angels of God, as Luke.] For what ſhall 
it profit a Man, if he ſhall gain the whole World, and loſe 
bis own Soul ? Or what ſhall a Man give in exchange for 
his Soul ? Whoſoever therefore ſhall be aſhamed of me and 
7 my Words (in this adulterous and ſinful Generation) of 
im alſo ſhall the Son of Man be aſhamed, when he cometh 
in the Glory of his Father with the Holy Angels, Math. x. 
32, 33. Luke xii. 8, 9. Mark viii. 36, Ge. 
1 | There 


Mr. Leaveſty, p. 12. Þþ Ibid, p. 36, 37. 
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There are many more remarkable Paſſages in the Ser- 
mons very much to my purpoſe, which the Reader may 
find in the Pages referr'd to in the Margin *; but thoſe 
J have already cited, are ſufficient. And certainly if the 
Arguments contained in them are of any weight againſt 
the corrupt Doctrines and Traditions of the Church of 
Rome, and ſufficient to bear down her Authority in mat- 
ters of Religion, they are equally forcible to weigh down 
the Authority, and to invalidate the corrupt Traditions of 
any other Church. | 


And if theſe Gentlemen practiſe or believe any thing 
as a part of the Religion of the Holy Jeſus, which can- 
not be plainly and clearly proved from the New Teſta- 
ment, they muſt be looked upon as ſelf-condemn'd : their 
own Arguments being a full Confutation of them, and 
will be ſo, until they reform in every thing wherein they 
deviate from Scripture, and ſo ſtrictly conform them- 
ſelves to the Example and Doctrine of Chriſt, and his 
Apoſtles, according to the Direction of the unerring Word 


of God. | | 
But 


* Mr. Barker Popery the great Corrupt. p. 13, 14, 16. 
Mr. Chandler the Notes of the Church, p. 3, 12, 13, 14. 
6 21, 2c. | | ON 
Mr. Neal — the Supremacy of Peter, p. 11, 26, 30, 31. 
Mr. Smith on Author. and Infall. p. 11, 12, 13, 15, 18, 19, 
20, 24, 27s 29, 30, 31, 32. | ; | 
Dr. 7/right on Scripture and Tradition, throughout. 
Dr. Harris on Tranſubſtantiation, p. 19, 31,35. | 
Dr. Hughes on Ven. Saints and Images, p. 14, 30, 31, 32. 
Mr. Bayes on Worſhip in unknown Tong. p. 34, 43. 
Dr. Hunt on Penance and Pilgrimages, p. 10. s 
Mr. Newman on the Doctrine of Merit, Ic. p. 4, 5. 
Dr. Earle on Purgatory, p. 8, 43, 49. 
Mr. Lowman on Schiſm, p. 6, 10, 13, 14, 18, 19, 27, 28, 
29, 36, 38, 39, 41, 45, 40, 47, - | | 
r. Grofvenor on Perſecution, &c. p. 15, 16. 
Mr. Leaveſly on Reformation, p. 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, 38, 
3 | | 
* f any of the Expreſſions L have quoted, or here refer to, ſhould 
be thought too ſevere, I deſire they may be underſtood in propor- 
tion to the different Importance of the Subjects: and certainly it 
muſt be allow'd to be a great Crime, to corrupt or alter any ons 
Inſtitution of Chriſt; tho! it is a more grievous Crime to corrupt 


alot the whole Chriſtian Religion, as the Papiſts have done. 


ES 
But if they, with the Church of Rome, think they may 
be allow'd to alter the Inſtitution of God, and to ſubſti- 
ture Infant-Sprinkling inicead of Adult Baptiſm by Immer- 
fion, upon the Profeſſion of Repentance and Faith; of 
what profit, and to what purpoſe then are their Lectures 

ainſt Popery? Can the Prieſts or Members of that 
Church defire more in their own Juſtification, and will 
they not be thereby able to baffle them upon any Subject ? 


Is it noc the very ſame thing with what Mr. Bayes quotes 


from Ho#meſt, p. 33. © The Church does not at all offend 
“e in departing from this Inſtitution of St. Paul, it being 
cc left free to the Church, not only to violate this Inſtitu- 
« tion of St. Paul, but alſo the Inſtitutions of God him- 
ce {elf, ſuppoſing them to have been once profitable to the 

cc Church, but now unprofitable.” 


Therefore let Proteſtants of all Denominations conſider 
the abſolute Neceſſity there is of a thorough Reformation 
among themſelves; and that they are not left to their own 
Liberty, to act as they pieaſe, in what Doctrines and what 
Ordinances to believe and obſerve; according to the Letter 
of the Word; and in what others they pleaſe to deviate 
from that Rule. For one great Characteriſtick of our 
being true Diſciples of, and Friends to Chriſt, is, our 
continuing in his Word, and doing whatſoever he com- 
mands. John viii. 31. Then ſaid Feſus to thoſe Fews which 
believed on him, if ye continue in my Word, then are ye my 
Diſciples indeed. And Fohn xv. 9, 10, 14. As the Father 
hath loved me, ſo have I loved you; continue ye in my Love. 
Tf ye keep my Commandments, ye ſhall abide in my Love, even 
as I have kept my Father's Commandments, and abide in his 
Love. Te are my Friends, if ye do whatſoever I command pou. 


I hope none will imagine, from what I have written, that 
we lay too much Streſs upon Baptiſm. Far be it from us 
to think, that the Form without the Power of Religion 
will be of the leaſt Service to us, or tend to any thing bur 
our greater Condemnation without fincere and undiſſembled 
Piety, and the ſteady Practice of every moral Virtue, which 
is the Subſtance of Religion, and the great End of the 
Chriſtian Revelation. We look upon Baptiſm to be a ful- 
filling of Righteouſneſs, as it is commanded, and as ſuch 
an outward and viſible Sign of an inward and ſpiritual Grace 
in the Soul; not the putting away the Filth of the Fleſb only, 
but the Anſwer of a good . towards God; a 1 
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Declaration that we put on Chriſt, and that as we are there- / 
by planted in the Likeneſs of his Death, and alio in the like- 
meſs of his Re ſurrectiou; even ſo we alſo ſhould walk in New- 
eſs of Life, Rom. vi. 4, 5. For we judge of the Form 
and Power of Religion, according to what our Saviour 
ſays of the Scribes and Phariſees, Matth. xxiii. 23. Ie pay 
Tyrhe of Mint, and Aniſe, and Cummin ; and have omitted 

be weightier Matters of the Law, Judgment, Mercy, and 
Faith, (or the Love of God, as Luke has it, Chap. x1. 42.) 
Theſe ought ye to have done, and not to leave the other un- 
done. So alſo whatever Ceremonies the Son of God has 
inſtituted, every one who believes in him is under a moral 
Obligation to obſerve, in the ſame manner they were at 
firſt appointed, becauſe it is a part of natural Religion to 
do whatever God commands. 


To conNcLUDE ; It may perhaps be thought ſtrange by 
ſome, that a Proteſtant-Diſſenter ſhould at this time appear 
in print, and publiſh Remarks upon the Sermons preached 
by Proteſtant Diſſenting Miniſters againſt Popery : To ſuch 
J can truly ſay, it was my great Regard for Truth and the 
Love I have to Primitive Chriſtianity, which firſt induced 
me to ſet about this Work; and I have very often wiſhed, 
that a more able Hand had undertaken it, being perſuaded that 
this is a fair Opportunity to endeavour the reſtoring that de- 
ſpiſed Ordinance of Believers Bapriim ; and being unwilling 

that it ſhould be wholly loſt, I therefore appear in this manner: 
* For as Dr. Bale confeſſes, © Thar if Xen muſt rake their 
« Religion out of the Scriptures, (and particularly he quotes 
«. Heb. vi. 1, 2.) That then, both Papiſts and Proteſtants 
© mult all croſs the Cudgels to the Anabaptiſts; meanin 
<< they muſt ſtrive no further againſt us.” And every 
Reader may diſcern, that 'tis not my Deſign in the leaſt 
to defend Popery ; the corrupt Doctrines and Superſtitions 

1 3 of which, can never be too much exploded. And, I think, 

ü they would have been more ſucceſstully expoſed and con- 

| ſuted (ſuch of them as have been treated of in the Courſe 

| of thoſe Lectures) if they had been attack d by Men, who, J 

by the exact Conformity of their Practice tothe ſacred Scrip- 

tures of the New-Teſtament in all religious Duties and 

Services, were able to defend and maintain their own Ar- 

guments againſt the Craft of Popiſh Prieſts, or their diſcer- 

ning Converts. | Wit | | ay 


| As quoted by Mr. Grantham in his C brifliani/mas Primi- 
| works, B. 3-Ch.5:p. 35. © 
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But alas! how is this poſſible, fo long as they (thdugh 
in Op poſition to Popery they are obliged to aſſert the fa- 
cred Scriptures to be the only Rule to Chriſtians) do never- 
theleſs deviate from them; renouncing one of the plaineſt 
Ordinances thereof, in flat Contradiction to their own Doc- 
ctrine. They ſay, with reſpect to the Fathers, . * it proves 
« no more than that thoſe Fachers were of that Opinion, but 
< this does not infer an Obligation upon us to be of the 
cc {ame mind. Our Religion is to be learned from the ſacred 
« Scriptures, and from no other Authority. If the Word 
« of God eee any religious Worſhip, I am bound up- 
« on my Allegiance to my Lord and Maſter to conform 
« to it; if the Word of God is ſilent as to any Act of 
e Religion, all the Fathers, Councils, and Popes that ever 
ce were, have no Authority to bind my Conſcience: tis 
ce à bold Invaſion of the Rights of Jeſus Chriſt; the only 
&« Law-giver to his Church; and in duty to him, I am 
« bound to bear my Teſtimony againſt ſuch unwarrant- 
cc able Uſurpation.” From theſe Maxims they derived all 
their ſolid Arguments againſt this corrupt Doctrine of the 
Papiſts +, © That ſince many things which ought to be 
cc believed and done, are not at all contained in Scripture, 
cc the Church hath Autbority to decree and enjoin theſe 
cc things, as neceſſary to Salvation; and all Chriſtians are 
ce thereupon obliged to believe and practiſe accordingly.” 
This I take to have been the main Source of all thoſe In- 
novations which have prevailed among them. Let all Pro- 
teſtants therefore not only diſclaim this Authority in Words, 
but let them in fact lay aſide all Practices which are not 
warranted by Scripture, and have nothing but Tradition to 
plead; as one in this caſe honeſtly confte(s'd, who being 
ask d a Queſtion about the Immerſion of Adult Perfons, 
anſwered ||, I dare fay nothing againſt the Practice; but 
cc we have a Tradition to ſprinkle, and that's as well.” 
While they retain ſuch Practices, in ſpite of their Proteſ- 
tant Principles, tis impoſſible for them to argue againſt 
Papiſts, without expoſing themſelves to Cenſure. For, as 

St. Paul obſerves, they are juſtly blameable, whoſe Prac- 
tice is not ſtrictly conformed to their own Doctrines, and 


to the Argumeuts which they make uſe of againſt others. 
I 2 * There- 


* Dr. Hughes's Sermon, p. 30. Read alſo Mr. Barker's, 


„ $: 
i { Mr. Smith on Authority and Infallibility, p. 23. „ 
Mr. Sm, Miniſter of an Independant Congregation at N—. 
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* Therefore thou art inexcuſable, O Man, whoſoever thor 
judgeſt another, thou 


art that judgeſt, for wherein thou 
: 9 ſelf; for thou that iuderf doſt the ſame things. 
Axa chinkeſs thou this, O Man, that judgeſt them that 
do ſuch things, and doeſt the ſame, that thou ſhalt eſcape 
the Fudgment of God? For there is no reſpect of Perſons with 
God. But not to tranſcribe all that may be applied in this 
Chapter, I ſhall only recite a few Verſes more, and I hope 
for the better adapting them to the caſe in hand, I may 
be allowed to put he Word Proteſtaut for Few, and Scrip- 
Zures for Law. Behold, thou art called a Proteſtant, and 


The Reaſon of this Publication ariſeth from a ſincere 
and hearty Defire that the Reformation may be carried 
en ſtill farther ; and that they who have ſo well pleaded 
the Cauſe of Proteſtants from Scripture, would in Bapriſm, 
as well as other things, have due Regard to it. F _ as 

| = 


Romans ii. 1, 2, 3, 11, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21. 


+ Matth. xv. 3, 6, 9. Mark vii. 7, 8, 9, 13. 


4 
Mr. Leaveſly ſays *, c There was a Magnanimity in the firſt 
4 Reformers, that muſt always perpetuate their Memo- 
« ries to the Glory of God; and we ſhould hope and pray, 
cc that the Relidue of that Spirit may revive that Work, 
ce and make a Reformation flouriſh again.” And that the 


Reformation may be carried on to Perfection, || Let us 


cc be careful, as Dr. Hunt ſays, to obſerve whatever bears 
cc the Stamp of divine Authority. Let us not inſolently 
< make a Religion for God, but receive it as he has de- 


c liverd it us by Reaſon and Revelation; nor tamely 


cc take one from uninſpired and fallible Men. Whenever 
« we are enquiring into the Character of a true Chri- 
cc ſtian, let us take the Deſcriptions which are laid down by 
£ Chriſt and his Apoſtles.” 


Let us follow the good Advice of Dr. Wright I, Be. 


cc ſure to read the Scriptures till we are ready in them, 
« and engage thoſe about s, and all that are under our 
< Care to do ſo; or elſe the free Uſe of our Bible, in a 
« Language that we underſtand, is a Privilege and Bleſſi 

cc that will riſe up inJudgment againſt xs. Let us watch again 

cc. . . . every thing that would diſgrace the Scripture, 
c confidering how great Advantage is given to the Prac- 
ce tices of the Romaniſts, by departing from the Scripture, 
either as a Rule of Faith or Manners.” 


Permit me to add in the Words of Mr. Bayes, 
« *#* As we are enjoying theſe Privileges, let us take care 
c to make a due Improvement of them; let us endea- 
cc your to be well acquainted with the Scriptures : this, 
< among other Advantages we ſhall gain by it, will be our 
cc beſt Defence os the Errors of Popery ; for what- 
cc ever the Church of Rome wa pretend, the greateſt part 
cc of their Religion has no Foundation there. And in 
cc all our Attendances on God in the Duties of his Wor- 
cc ſhip, let us take care to behave with a ſuitable Frame 


p 
R 


cc and Temper of Mind, remembering that he is a Spirit, 


cc and will be worſhipped in Spirit and Truth, and can 
cc have no pleaſure in thoſe who draw nigh * him with 
« their Lips, while their Hearts are far from him. This 
5 . þ cc 1s 
Mr. Leaveſly on Reformation, p. 27. 
Dr. Hunt on Penance, p. 37. s 
1 Dr. Vrigbi on Scripture and Tradition, p. 51. 
** Mr. Bayes on Worſhip in an unknown Tongue, p. 46, 47. 
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„„ 
& is a Behaviour very unbecoming in any who profeſs td 
ce worſhip God; but it will be more inexcuſable in us, 
« who are allowed the Privilege of our own Language, 


< than in thoſe who are obliged ro worſhip in an unknown 


« Tongue.” 


I have avoided citing any thing from Mr. Burroughs, be- 
Cauſe he is a Paſtor of a ien of Chriſtians, who 
baptize according to what I believe to be the Inſtitution 
of Chriſt. However, I ſhall now tranſcribe one Paſſage 
at the end of his Sermon, which he ſuitably addreſs'd ro 
the Miniſters, as follows. “ To conclude, Let us all, 
ce both Miaiſters and People, converſe daily with the ſa- 
« cred Oracles, which will be our ſureſt Defence againſt 
« Corruptions of all kinds. My Reverend Brethren in 


' < the Miniſtry, I am fatisfy'd, are too wiſe to be diſ- 


ce pleaſed at being put in mind of the Importance of this 
cc es; its Importance to their Eftabliſhment as Chri- 
cc ſtians and Proteſtants, and to their Uſefulneſs as Mini- 
ce ſters. And if Chriſtians in general would make it their 
cc Practice to ſtudy the Scriptures with impartial Minds, 
ce we ſhould have no Alarms of Popery : for ſo long as 
ce this Practice is kept up, it is impoſſible that the cor- 
cc rupt Doctrines of the Church of Rome ſhould be en- 


c tertain'd.” 8 


T will cloſe all with that immortal Paragraph at the 
end of Dr. Wright's Sermon: < Which, whoever hears 
© or reads as the Language of one converted from Po- 
< pery, by the Study of the Scriptures, cannot help be- 
ing greatly moved with it, let him hear or read it ever 
c ſo often. Addrefling to a Writer of the Roman Church, 
che thus ſummarily pleads the Proteſtant Cauſe. 


« Know then, Sir, that when I fay the Religion of 
ce Proteſtants is in Prudence to be preferr'd before yours; 
cc as on the one fide, I do not underſtand by your Re- 
cc ligion the Doctrine of Bellarmine, or Baronius, or any 
cc other private Men amongſt you; nor the Doctrine of 
cc the Sor bonne, or of the Jellies, or of the Dominicans, 


& or of any other particular Company among you; but 


ce that wherein you all agree, or profeſs to agree, the 
c Doctrine of the Council of Trent: ſo accordingly, on 
c the other ſide, by the Religion of Proteſtants, 1 do _ 
7 & under- 


cc 
cc 
cc 
4c 


cc 
cc 
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underſtand the Doctrine of Luther, or Calvin, or Me- 
laucthon, nor the Confeſſion of Auguſta, or Geneva, 
nor the Catechiſm of Heidelberg, nor the Articles of 
the Church of England; no, nor the Harmony of Pro- 
teſtant Confeſſions; but that wherein they all agree, 
and which they all ſubſcribe with greater Harmony, as 
: og Rule of their Faith and Actions, that is, the 
ible. 


« The Bible, I ſay the Bible only, is the Religion of 
Proteſtants, whatſoever elſe they believe beſides it; and 
the plain irrefragable and indubitable Conſequences of 
it, well may they hold as matter of Opinion; but as matter 
of Faith and Religion, neither can they with Coherence 
to their own Grounds believe it themſelves, nor re- 


; _ the Belicf of it of others, withour moſt high and 


chiſmatical Preſumption. I, for my part, after a long 
and (as I verily believe ad hope) impartial Search of 
the true Way to eternal Happineſs, do profeſs plainly 
that I cannot find an Reſt for the Sole of my Foot, 
but upon this Rock only. | 
. © 

ce J ſee plainly, and wille mine own Eyes, that there 
are Popes againſt Popes, Councils againſt Councils, 
ſome Fathers againſt others, the ſame Fathers againſt 
themſelves, a Conſent of Fathers of one Age, againſt 
a Conſent of Fathers of another Age, the Church of 
one Age againſt the Church of another Age: Tradi- 
tive Interpretations of Scripture are pretended, but there 
are few or none to be found: No Tradition but only 
of Scripture, can derive itſelf from the Fountain, but 
may be plainly proved to be brought in, in ſuch an Age 
after Chriſt, or that ſuch an Age it was not in. In 2 
word, there is no ſufficient Certainty but of Scripture 
only, for any conſidering Man to build upon. This 
therefore, and this only I have reaſon to believe : This 
I will profeſs, according to this I will live; and for this, 
if there be occaſion, I will not only willingly, but even 
ladly, loſe my Life, though I ſhould be ſorry that 
Chrittians ſhould take it from me. | 


<< Propoſe me any thing out of this Book, and require 
whether 1 believe or no, and ſeem it never fo incom- 


prehenſible to human Reaſon, I will ſubſcribe it with 


« Hand 


— 
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c Hand and Heart, as knowing no Demonſtration can be 


ce ſtronger than this, God hath ſaid fo. therefore it is true. 


& In other things, I will take no man's Liberty of judging 
< from him; neither ſhall any man take mine from me. 
% I will think no man the worſe man, nor the worſe 
. Chriſtian, I will love no man the leſs, for differing in 
< Opinion from me. And what meaſure I mete to others, 
e Verpect from them again. I am fully aſſured that God 
4 does not, and therefore Men ought not to require any 
"& more of any Man than this, to believe the Scripture to be 
4 God's Word, to endeavour to find the true Senſe of it, 
C and to live according to it. CONkanGworrn, 
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